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Current Topics. 


Ir wit be gathered from the statement made by the President 
at the meeting of the Law Society lest week that the negotiations 
relative to the establishment of a Law School are pro i 
satisfactorily. The Council have consented to accept eight mem- 
bers on the governing body, in of the four previously 
offered. It appears that £132,500 will be available from the 
proceeds of sale recovered by the agency of the Law Society, the 
income of which will be somewhere about £4,000 a year; and 
if the annual amount expended by the Council of > = 
Education—viz., £8,000, and the annual amount expended by 
the Law Society in providing for the education of London 
articled clerks—is added, there will be a sufficient endowment 
for the school. 





Tux wit of the late Mr. Hansury, which has recently been 
considered by the Court of Appeal, is said to have been “‘ home- 
made.” The reason why many wills are made without the 
assistance of a professional adviser cannot always be ascertained. 
A passion for secrecy, a morbid unwillingness to incur the 
smallest — expense, and undue confidence in personal skill, 
are some of the probable causes, but there can be little doubt 
that others exist. Lord Campsett, in speaking of the will of 
Lord Expon, says: ‘“ Being drawn by such a conveyancer, we may 
hope that it will never give rise to any doubt, though many of 
the most important points in the law of real property have been 
settled in suits upon the construction of the wills of eminent 
judges.” This is confirmed by Lord Sr. Lzonarps in his 
Handy Book on Property Law, who says: ‘I could without 
difficulty run over the names of many judges and lawyers of 
note whose wills, made by themselves, have been set aside or 
construed so as to defeat every intention which they ever had.” 
And it must not be forgotten that, long after these p were 
written the courts were called upon to deal with questions under 
the “home-made” will of Lord Wzsrsury. It would seem 
that there will never be wanting a number of educated persons 
who are content to run all risks rather than deny themselves 
the pleasure of drawing up their own wills in private. 
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Tue Arrorngy-Genzrat’s explanation, in the House of 


Commons, of the reasons of his refusal to direct the prosecu-. 


tion of Warraxer Wricut by the Director of Public Prosecu- 
tions was, as might have been expected, manly and straight- 
forward. He took the whole responsibility on himself, and 
refused to allow any part of it to rest on any other person. He 
stated (perhaps rather too diffusely) that the reasons for his 
action were (1) that no conspiracy could be proved; (2) that it 
could not beshewn thatthe misrepresentations in the balance-sheet 
of 1900 were made with intent to deceive or defraud share- 
holders and creditors of the company; they were really 
made to support a “corner” which, if successful, would have 
re-established the fortunes of the company; and in 
support of this view he quoted the summing-up of CocxsurRN, 
Os. in a Treasury prosecution in 1880, where he said that 
‘‘ even if you [the jury] should be of opinion that the accounts 
were intentionally falsified, that alone would not be sufficient to 
determine this question, because, even if you are of opinion that 
the defendants acted contrary to their duty in treating this 
ead as a realand substantial asset of the company, you will 

ve to say whether you are satisfied that they did so with the 
fraudulent purpose of defrauding the shareholders and the 
creditors of the company or to induce persons to become share- 
holders in order to defraud them also. There would scarcely 
have been any intention on their part to defraud the shareholders 
and the creditors, because it is plain that the very best thing 
that could be done under the circumstances in the interests of 
the shareholders and of the creditors was to keep the bank 
going.” And (3) that the balance-sheet of 1899 was not brought 
before him by the official receiver as a possible subject of prose- 
cution until 1902, when the official receiver reported that in his 
opinion the case on the balance-skeet was a very weak one. 

hether the Attorney-General was right or wrong in his conclu- 
sions, no one can doubt, after reading his defence, that he acted 
upon an honest conviction that the case was not, in point of law, 
a proper one for the intervention of the Public Prosecutor. 
That he declined to be moved from his considered opinion by 
the risk of unpopularity, or the public cry for a prosecution, 
is to be reckoned to his credit. 





Ar tHe Aylesbury Assizes this week, in the case of Rex v. 
Philbey and Another, two men were indicted for stealing a large 
numberof pheasants. Thedefence amounted to an admissionof the 
facts, but it wasurged on behalf of the prisoners that the birds were 
fere natura, aid not subject to larceny at common law, and that, 
therefore, the only offence of which the prisoners were guilty 
was that of trespassing in pursuit of game, an offence only 
punishable on summary procedure. The birds in question were 
the property of a pheasant breeder in a very large way of 
business. They were kept in “pens,” which were very large 
spaces surrounded by wire netting. One of these spaces, from 
which a number of birds were taken, was seven acres in extent. 
Means were taken, by tying part of one wing, to prevent the 
pheasants in the space from flying, but a bird did sometimes get 
over, especially if they were frightened or excited. Waicut, J., 
told the jury that the question for them was whether the birds 
were in the power of the prosecutor. Although a bird 
did sometimes get out, and although they had a very 
large space within which they could move about as they 

leased, still if the birds were practically in the power, 

ominion, and possession of the prosecutor, they were the subject 
of larceny, and the prisoners might be found guilty on the 
indictment. On the other hand, if the birds were so wild and 
so little under control that they could get away when they liked, 
then the jury should acquit the prisoners. The prisoners were 
convicted. It is often difficult to draw the line in fact between 
animals which are really wild, and which are therefore not the 
subject of larceny at common law, and animals which are so far 
reclaimed or confined that their owner has property in them 
sufficient to support an indictment for larceny. The law, how- 
ever, seems to be put very shortly and correctly in the words of 
Waicnr, J. The question must be, has any one power over the 
animals so that they are always under some form of restraint 
and cannot follow their natural propensities completely. In Reg. 
v. Shickle (L. R. 1 C. C. R. 158) the subjects of an indictment 


hatched under a hen in’a coop, and when the coop was 
they remained with the hen as her brood, sleeping under}, 
wings, although they could fly a little, and were not 

It was held that the indictment would lie. Bovrtx, OJ, i 
that in this case the birds were from their birth being brougiy 
up tame; they were practically under the care and dominio g 
the prosecutor. It must, of course, always be a question of fy 
in each case whether the animals are under control or not, 
however, a prosecution like the recent one had failed ong, 
point of law, it would have been a very serious matter fp 
breeders of pheasants, who carry on a very important industry, 





WHEN THE destination of property is made to depend 
consent being given to the marriage of the original donee, tig 
questions sometimes arise as to whether consent has been in fag 
given in the particular case; but it is satisfactory to find thy 
the inclination of the court is in favour of supporting th, 
consent. ‘‘ Where ’’—so runs the head-note to Daley v. Desby. 
verte (2 Atk. 261)—“ there is no objection to the person or estateot 
the gentleman who proposes, and the young lady herself is inclingj 
to the match, trustees should consider themselves in the lightof 
a parent and readily come into a consent.” This passage, whic 
is supported by the judgment, seems to assume that paren 
are more amenable to their daughters’ wishes than the romance. 
writers suppose, but at any rate it represents the doctrin 
of the court as being favourable to matrimony. Similarly, 
to come down to recent times, Sriruine, J., held in Re Smith 
Keeling v. Smith (44 Ch. D. 654), that, in dealing with consent tp 
marriage, the substance of the matter was to be looked at rather 
than the form, and that it was sufficient if the trustees had in 
effect consented to the match. Buta trustee may change his 
mind, and the question then arises whether the consent one 
given can be subsequently withdrawn. That it must not bk 
withdrawn capriciously is only reasonable, but the Court of 
Chancery declined to allow that, once given, it could not be with. 
drawn at all. ‘The cases,” said Lord Expon, C., in Dashwoody, 
Bulkeley (10 Ves. 242), “ have gone this length, that, if consent 
is once given, it shall not be withdrawn by adding terms that do 
not go to the propriety of giving the consent.”” In other words, the 
consent can only be withdrawn if there are subsequent considen- 
tions which would have justified the refusal of the consent had they 
been originally present to the trustee’s mind. ‘I understand,” 
said Byrne, J., in the recent case of Re Brown, Ingall v. Brom 
(52 W. R. 1738), ‘that the principle underlying these cases is 
that it must be justifiable for persons in loco parentis, if cireum- 
stances subsequently come to their knowledge which, if known 
at the time of consent, would have justified refusal thereof, to 
retract that consent. On the other hand, retractation must not be 
ad libitum, or from mere caprice.” In the case before him the 
young lady’s mother, whose consent was required under the will 
of the father, had withdrawn it, partly, it would seem, because 
the marriage took place earlier than the date originally agreed 
upon, and partly because the settlement of her daughter's 
property was not to her liking. The former consideration was 
no ground for withdrawing the consent, and the learned judge 
held that, under the circumstances, no sufficient reason was 
nished by the latter. Hence the condition of consent had bee 
duly complied with. 


A point of some importance was decided in the Divisional Court 
on Tuesday in Rex v. West Riding Justices (reported elsewher®). 
The East Morley licensing bench had refused to renew the licences 
of two houses in their district, the ‘‘ White Hart ” and the ‘‘ Crown 
Point.” The mig epee appealed to quarter sessions, where the 
justices allowed the appeal in the case of the “ White Hart,” 
but dismissed the other appeal. On an application by the 
licensing bench for their costs, the justices made an ord 
against the appellant in the ‘‘ Crown Point ” case under section # 
of the Alehouse Act, 1828, and in both cases gave the licensilg 
bench an indemnity under section 20 of the Licensing Act 
1902. But in each case they incorporated in the order 4 
direction that the clerk of the peace was to disallow on taxatil 
all the personal costs of the clerk to the licensing bench, wh? 
had been specially retained to act as solicitor for them # 





were young partridges of only three weeks old. They had been 


respondents on the appeals. This was done, as appeared in 
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argument on Tuesday, to raise the question whether the licensi 
bench had a right to employ their own clerk in such a oa, a 
ghether they were not bound to employ a salaried afficial of the 
gunty council known as the West Riding solicitor. The 
‘sensing bench obtained rules isi for mandamus to compel 
the West Riding justices to give them a full indemnity 
without limitation, and for certwrari to quash such part of 
the orders as gave a special direction as to costs. It was 

ed against the es that the West Riding solicitor, 
though appointed by the standing joint committee of the 
county council and the West Riding justices, was in reality the 
guocessor Of the solicitor to the West Riding before the Local 
Government Act, 1888, when all the county business was in the 
hands of the magistrates, and, as such, was the proper person to 
act in all matters in which justices were concerned. It would be 
a saving to the county funds, as this gentleman had a salary and 
there were no profit costs. On the point of law, it was contended 
that section 20 of the Licensing Act, 1902, gave the justices an 
absolute discretion as to costs, and they were within their rights’ 
in refusing to allow the personal costs of the clerk to the licen- 
sing bench. On this point they relied on Reg. v. Winder (1900, 
2Q. B. 666). In support of the rules, it was urged that the 
iustices had gone too far, and that they were bound to givea 
full indemnity for all costs incurred, and had no jurisdiction to 
say whether they were or were not properly incurred. The rules 
were made absolute, the learned judges saying that, for the 
purposes of their decision, it made no difference whether quarter 
sessions had dismissed the appeal or allowed it. Apart from the 
conflicting questions of expense and convenience, which are, of 
course, questions of fact, we should think the discretion given by 
section 20 of the Act of 1902 only applies to taxation. Reg. v. 
Winder was a decision on the Act of 1828, but the words are 
gubstantially the same in both statutes.’ A careful study 
of the judgment of Bicuam, J., in that case will shew that 
he decides no more than that the person charged with the 
payment of costs must have an opportunity of objecting on taxa- 
tion to items he may consider improper. The justices them- 
selves in theory conduct the taxation, though in practice it is 
generally left to the clerk of the peace. In the present case, if 


the justices had disallowed the costs on taxation, without insert- 
ing the obnoxious words in their order, there would have been 
no ground for mandamus or certiorart, and we can conceive that 
the clerk to the licensing bench would have been in a much 


more difficult position. The question is important, as touching 
the power of justices to employ whom they will to act as their 
solicitor. It is by no means free from difficulty, and the case 
will probably go to the Court of Appeal. 





In tHE recent case of The North American Life Assurance Co, 
v, Brophy (32 Supreme Court of Canada Rep. 261) a question, 
upon which there was little or no authority, arose under the 
Life Assurance Act, 1774. By that Act, as is well known, a 
wager policy or a policy on a life in which the person for whose 
use, benefit, or on whose account the policy is made shall have 
no interest, is illegal and void. The defendant, an elderly man, 
purchased from the plaintiff company an annuity upon his life, 
and, pursuant to a pre-existing arrangement between them, an 
insurance agent named Cromar, a much younger man, insured 
his life with the plaintiff company for an amount the premiums 
on which were equal to the amount of the annuity, and at once 
assigned the policy to the defendant, who agreed to pay, and did 
for some years pay, the premiums. Cromar got the benefit of 
the commissions on the annuity and the insurance, but was not 
otherwise interested in the insurance. It was held, both 
in the Court of Appeal and in the Supreme Court, that 
the arrangement between the defendant and Cromar was 
that the defendant, who had no interest in Cromar’s 
life, should insure it for his own benefit, the defendant 

ying the premiums, and that the plaintiffs, in an action 

ught after the death of Cromar, were entitled to have the 
Policy delivered up to be cancelled. But a further question 
arose. It was contended that, although it might be conceded 
that the defendant could not have maintained an action to 
recover back the premiums which he had paid, yet, inasmuch as 
the plaintiffs were taking equitable relief, they were bound to do 
equity and to repay the premiums with interest, the risk having 





never attached. In support of this argument the case of the 
British Equitable Insurance Co. v. Great Western Railway Co. (38 
L. J. Ch. 132) was referred to. There, in a suit to restrain an 
action upon a life policy, Matis, V.C., held that the policy 
was void on the ground of non-disclosure in the declaration as 
to the health and habits of the assured. The learned judge 
ordered the policy to be delivered up to be cancelled, but directed 
that the defendants should be credited with the money which the 
plaintiffs had received by way of premium, together with interest. 
In the subsequent case of London Assurance v. Mansel (11 Ch. D. 
363), where a policy was set aside under similar circumstances, the 
order recited that the plaintiffs were willing, and offered, to return 
the premium. The majority of the Supreme Court held, reversing 
the judgment of the Court of Appeal, that the plaintiffs were not 
bound to repay the premiums; that where, without any guilty 
participation by the company, a policy was cancelled on the 
ground that it was a wagering contract, a distinction should be 
made in their favour. The policy was good on the face of it, 
and the company had received the premiums for the benefit and 
security of, and in trust for, its shareholders and policyholders. 
The decision is one of some importance, but in many policies all 
difficulty is obviated by the condition that if any fraudulent or 
materially incorrect averment has been made, or any material 
information has been withheld, by the insured, all sums which 
shall have been paid to the company on account of the insurance 
made in consequence thereof shall be forfeited. 





A question of considerable interest was discussed before the 
Court of Appeal a few days ago. The appeal was from an order 
of Lawrancsz, J., striking out par from a statement of 
claim. These paragraphs stated that the defendants were the 
owners of a restaurant, to which the public were invited to 
resort for luncheons, dinners, and general refreshment; that 
they were bound by the terms of their licence to keep order on 
the premises, and to eject people who were intoxicated and 
disorderly; that it was a condition of the acceptance by the 
public of the invitation to the restaurant that they should be 
protected by the management to the best of their ability; 
that the plaintiff, after taking his seat in the premises, 
noticed that a violent disturbance was going on between 
persons who were intoxicated; that the manager did not 
interfere, and took no notice of the complaint of the 
plaintiff's party, and that ultimately a number of the dis- 
orderly persons violently assaulted and seriously injured 
the plaintiff; that the manager and servants, though called 
to for assistance, negligently refrained from rendering their best 
assistance, and, though asked to come in, the police refused to 
do so. The court (Marnew and Romer, L.JJ.) allowed the 
appeal, thinking that a point of law was involved, and that it 
was better that the case should go to trial and that the facts 
should be ascertained. It will be remembered that in Pounder v. 
The North-Eastern Railway Co. (1892, 1 Q. B. 385) the court 
refused to hold the company responsible for an assault committed 
on the plaintiff by fellow passengers, though it appeared that 
the company, knowing that he feared violence, did nothing to 
protect him, and allowed his carriage to be overcrowded. But 
in the subsequent case of Cobb v. Great Western Railway Co. 
(1894, A. C. 419) several of the law lords expressed doubt as to 
the correctness of the decision. We, of course, know nothing of 
the real facts of the case under discussion, as the pleadings only 
were before the Court of Appeal, and we can imagine many 
instances in which it would ' unreasonable to hold the tenant 
of licensed premises responsible in an action for the violent and 
riotous act of anyone using them. But the licence-holder is 
liable by statute to a penalty if he permits such acts to take 
place, and it seems to us that the penalty might be incurred 
unless he proved that he had made a fair and honest effort to 
maintain order. There may be no precedent for going further 
and holding that he is liable in an action for damage directly 
resulting from breach of the statutory duty, but we cannot see 
that such an action is contrary to principle. 





WE REAp in the newspapers that an artist living at Chalons 
sur Marne threw away an old colour box, which his wife broke 
up, when, to her amazement, she found hidden under a false 
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bottom to the box securities valued at 12,000 francs. The box 
was given to the artist when a boy by his parents, they having 
purchased it from a second-hand dealer. The sudden and 
unexpected discovery of money in secret drawers is a familiar 
incident in novels and story-books, and it is generally assumed 
that the lucky finder has a right to appropriate the treasure to 
his own use. But any such view of the law might in this 
country lead to serious consequences. In Merry v. Green (7 
M. & W. 623) the head-note is as follows: ‘' A person purchased 
at a public auction a bureau, in which he afterwards discovered 
in a secret drawer a purse containing money, which he appro- 
priated to his own use. At the time of the sale no person knew 
that the bureau contained anything whatever. Held, that if the 
buyer had express notice that the bureau alone, and not 
its contents, if any, was sold to him, or if he had no 
reason to believe that anything other than the bureau itself 
was sold, the abstraction of the money was a felonious taking, 
and he was guilty of larceny in appropriating it to his own use ; 
but that if he had reasonable ground for believing that he 
bought the bureau with its contents, if any, he had a colour- 
able right to the property, and it wasno larceny. Baron Parke, 
in his judgment, referring to the purse and money, says: ‘‘ The 
vendor had no intention to deliver it, nor the vendee to receive 
it; both were ignorant of its existence, and when the plaintiff 
discovered that there was a secret drawer containing the purse 
and money, it was a case of simple finding, and the law applicable 
to all cases of finding applies to this.” This decision is in 
accordance with the law laid down by Lord Expon in the similar 
case of Cartwright v. Green (8 Ves. 405). It may be urged 
that in some of these cases it would be necessary to go back 
many years before the date when the money was first deposited 
could be ascertained. But in England there is no limitation to 
a criminal prosecution by indictment for larceny, though the time 
for bringing a civil action may have gone by. 





Persory, which has never been expelled from the High Court 
of Justice, is said to be lamentably prevalent in the county 
courts. It has been suggested that this is due to the English 
practice of allowing witnesses to be present during the hearing 
of acase. A witness who has observed that there is, something 
wanting in the evidence of those who have preceded him is 
sorely tempted to “strengthen” the statement which he had 
originally prepared. Those who have read Scorr’s “ Heart 
of Widlothian ” will remember that ia Scotland all witnesses 
are, as a matter of course, excluded from court till their testi- 
mony has been given. This ‘‘enclosing” or “sequestering ”’ 
the witness, as it is called, is said to have good results; It 
occasionally happens, both at Wisi Prius and in the police-courts, 
that the witnesses in what is likely to be a hard-swearing case 
are ordered out of court. But we have much doubt whether the 
introduction of the Scottish practice would do much in diminish- 
ing perjury, and it might easily cause delay in the hearing of 
cases in the county courts. 








A lecture on Death in its Medico-Legal Relations, under the auspices of 
the Council of Legal Education, was delivered on the 28th inst. by Dr. 
Waldo, Coroner of the City of London. Hesaid that death, in its medico- 
legal relations, was a subject of considerable importance to the legal pro- 
fession. The possibility of live burial was dismissed shortly by the lecturer 
with the statement that from a scientific point of view it might be stated 
that no recorded case bore the scrutiny of exhaustive logical inquiry. It 
was often of considerable importance, both in civil and in criminal cases, 
to determine the exact moment of death. At the same time speculations 
of this kind were often of theoretical rather than of practical value. Of 
the signs of death no one could be taken as absolutely conclusive of the 
precise moment at which somatic or general cessation of life had taken 
place. Putrefaction, again, although a certain sign of death, could not be 
taken as a precise index of the time that had been taken up in the process 
Thus it would be impossible to say in many instances whether a given body 
had been that of a person dead one or six months, Fallacies on this point 
were numerous. For instance, putrefaction must be considerably delayed 
in the case of persons who had been confirmed alcoholics, or who had 
been poisoned with antimony, or whose bodies had been immersed in water. 
The lecture concluded by various practical recommendations as to desirable 
reform in the present system of death certification. One of the chief 
points was the registration of all still-born children by a duly qualified 
medical practitioner. Otherwise the body of such an infant should be 
buried only upon the order of a coroner. Other important suggestions were 
made as to the causes of death that should be investigated by the coroner. 





The Participation of Political o 
Other Associations in Parliamep. 
tary Elections. 


In some recent bye-elections Free Trade leagues or unions on the 
one hand, and Protectionist leagues or unions on the other ha 
have played an active and considerable part. It is und 

that large sums have been placed at the disposal of at least ons 
of these associations, and fears have been expressed in som, 
quarters lest the intention of Parliament in passing the Oo 
Practices Act, 1883, should be defeated by its operations, 
There is reason to believe that the popular notion of the work 
which may legally be done by such associations during the 
course of an election is much more restricted than the view which 
has been taken by competent courts. In these circumstances it 
may be useful and timely to review the law upon the subject, 
and to state, as accurately as may be possible, within what 
limits such associations may legitimately pursue their operations 
at election times. 

For our present purpose we may pass by one very difficult 
question—namely, when a parliamentary election begins, and 
we may also reserve for the moment the consideration of agency, 
We will also assume that the association is not, either 
individually or collectively, guilty of any act which would be 
recognized at once as a corrupt or an illegal practice, 
Eliminating these elements, we have to consider the follow. 
ing case: A central association in London, formed for 
the propagation of Free Trade or Protectionist principles, as 
the case may be, opens an office in a constituency in whicha 
contested Parliamentary election is imminent or proceeding; 
prints literature, and distributes it from house to house or 
otherwise; holds public meetings, and employs paid lecturer, 
paid speakers, and even paid canvassers. The question to be 
determined is whether the expenses thus incurred ara expenses 
‘“‘on account of or in respect of the conduct or management” of 
the election. If they are, then the payments to the lecturers, 
the speakers, and the canvassers are in any case illegal, and the 


other expenses can be paid only by or through the election 
agent of a candidate, and must, of course, be included in the 
return. 

The reports of the trials of election petitions, it should be 
said, do not furnish any case which is precisely on all fours 


with the one now under consideration. For they were concerned 
with /Jocal associations, which had a continuous life in the 
constituency in which the impugned acts were done. Perhaps 
the nearest case is that of the East London Licensed Victuallers’ 
Association, the intervention of which in the Stepney election 
was held by the election judges to be legitimate. Moreover, it 
should be borne in mind that the judges have always laid 
down, with almost painful iteration, that the determination of 
each of these cases depends on all its own surrounding circum- 
stances. What follows must be taken subject to these 
considerations and deductions. 

It would seem, then, that not one of the things attributed 
above to the Free Trade or Protectionist leagues is necessarily 
illegal, provided that the literature, the speeches, the lectures, 
or the canvassing are not directed to the promotion of the 
election of any particular candidate. The expénses inc 
need not be regarded as expenses of conducting the election, 
but rather as incurred by the association for their own ends, 
although undoubtedly the election of a particular candidate may 
be one of the things which they are anxious to secure. Al 
association may canvass in favour of their own views, may 
expound and publish reasons why Free Trade or Protection is 
desirable, and may persevere in so doing throughout an election. 
And, further, it would seem, from the VKorcester case, that the 
candidate may continue to pay his subscription to the association 
without thereby making it his agent. At the same time, it 
would be the height of imprudence, to say the least, for 4 
candidate to pay a very large sum to a central association 
which should immediately afterwards begin an active propa 
ganda in the candidate’s own constituency. 

There is authority for the proposition that lectures for 
educating a constituency, even though given with the view of 
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advancing the prospects of a particular candidate, are not 
necessarily election expenses. Even the presence of the 
candidate would not necessarily be fatal. It was laid down by 
Mr, Justice Bruce that “‘a meeting called for general political 
ses does not become an election meeting merely because a 
candidate attends it, nor even because some allusions are made 
to his candidature. The line must be drawn between meetings 
called with the direct object of advancing the election of the 
candidate, and meetings called for another object, from attend- 
ance on which the candidate only derives some indirect or remote 
advantage.” . 

On the other hand, judges have been very careful to insist 
that the candidate or his agent must not adopt the work that is 
done by a political association in such a manner as to benefit by it 

d the election. For example, they must not accept the gift 
of literature published by the association, or aid in its distribu- 
tion. Ifthey do, agency may be established. Mr. Justice 
QCHANNELL said upon one occasion, “‘ If another person pays an 
expense, and that expense is one of the ordinary expenses of the 
candidate, so that the doing of that by the third person relieves 
the candidate from part of his election expenses, then the candi- 
date must treat that assistance as given to him in respect of his 
election expenses, and must treat those expenses as part of his 


expenses.” 

ily, every candidate and every association would do well 
to bear constantly in mind the caution which was given by the 
late Baron Poxtock in the course of his judgment in the 
Lancaster case, to the following effect: ‘‘ There are some things 
which, if done even by an association or their agents, must from 
the very character of the acts be done so immediately and 
directly for the benefit of the candidate that, although there may 
have been no direct appointment by him of anybody to the 
office, the persons who did those acts were doing them as agents 
for the candidate.” 


The Liability of a Husband for 
Goods Supplied on the Order of 
His Wife. 


Ir is not a little unfortunate that the attempt made in Morel 
Brothers § Co. v. Earl of Westmoreland (51 W. R. 290; 1903, 1 
K. B. 64) to get over the difficulties which tradesmen frequently 
encounter in recovering the price of goods supplied on the order 
of a married woman has been defeated both in the Court of 
Appeal and in the House of Lords (1904, A. C. 11) upon purely 
technical grounds. The question in such cases is whether the 
husband or the wife is liable, and this it is often impossible to 
determine before the trial of the action. The most natural 
course, perhaps, is to sue the husband first, but the plaintiff 
may be defeated by the existence of some arrangement between 
the husband and wife for excluding the authority of the latter 
which only comes to light at the trial, and the costs of the 
action are thrown away. If, fearing this result, he sues the wife 
first, then she may succeed, as in the recent case of Kate Reily 
(Limited) v. Rowe (Times, 20th November, 1903), in establishing 
that she was in fact only her husband’s agent, and again the 
costs are thrown away. But this is not the whole of the 
inconvenience. The action against the one party does not assist 
a subsequent action against the other, and it is quite possible 
that the plaintiff who first fails against the husband may after- 
wards, by reason of variation in the evidence, fail against the 
wife, or vice versd. In Morel Brothers § Co, (Limited) v. Earl of 
Westmoreland the plaintiffs sought to overcome the difficulty by 
suing the husband and wifely jointly. The action was to recover 
£455, the balance of an account for goods supplied between 
May, 1897, and September, 1901, on the orders of the Countess 
of Westmoreland. Most of the goods were delivered at 
Apethorpe Hall, Northamptonshire, where the defendants 
tesided. In July, 1899, Lord WxestmorELanp desired to limit the 
expenditure of his household. His own income was £2,500 a 
year, and his wife had an income of her own of £400 a year. In 
that month, accordingly, they entered into an arrangement by 








which either husband or wife might draw; and the wife was to 
have her own income of £400 a year for her exclusive use. The 
£2,000 a year was duly paid into a banking account, but the 
plaintiffs had no notice of this arrangement. 

It is obvious that these facts were calculated to raise very 
nice questions as to the respective liabilities of the husband and 
wife. It was established by the decision of the House of Lords 
in Debenham v. Mellon (29 W. R. 141, 6 App. Cas. 24) that the 
question whether a wife has authority to pledge the credit of her 
husband is—apart from the special case of necessity, as where 
the husband has deserted his wife—one of fact to be decided 
upon the whole o the circumstances, just as in any other case of 
Dead agency, though there may be a presumption arising from 
the fact of cohabitation, and there will also be important conse- 
quences where the wife has been held out as agent. ‘The 
question whether a wife has authority to pledge her husband’s 
credit is to be treated as one of fact, upon the circumstances of 
each particular case, whatever may be the presumption arising 
from any particular state of circumstances: Debenham vy. Mellon 
(L. R. 6 App. Cas., p. 31). The points, then, which arise in 
determining the liability of the parties are—({1) Is there any 
presumption of the husband’s liability? (2) Is there actual evidence 
rebutting such presumption? and (3) Has there been a holding 
out of the wife as ostensible agent whith prevents such evidence 
being given? 

Now, from the fact of the husband and wife living together and 
having a common establishment, there arises a presumption that 
the wife is the agent of the husband to order such things as are 
required for keeping up the establishment, including her own 
dress: see per Cottins, M.R., in Kate Reily (Limited) v. Rowe 
(supra). But this presumption is not founded upon the marriage. 
It is the same in kind as in any other case where an establish- 
ment ismaintained. “ If,” said Lord Szrzorng, O., in Debenham 
v. Mellon, “‘ there is an establishment of which there is adomestic 
manager, although the wife may be the most natural domestic. 
manager, and though the presumption may be strongest when she 
is so, yet the same presumption may, and often does, arise from 
similar facts when the actual manager is not a wife, but merely 
a woman living with a man, and passing as his companion, with 
or without the assumption of the name of wife. It is also the 
same when the person to whom the domestic management is 
delegated is a housekeeper or a steward, or any other kind of 
superior servant,” though pepe | in these latter cases it 
would not be held to extend to articles of dress. It extends 
only to such things as the particular agent would under ordinary 
circumstances be authorized to order. 

Such being the general presumption, it will prevail, and the 
husband will be liable, if he is not in a position to produce 
evidence that his wife was not in fact his agent. Apart 
from any question of holding out, such rebutting evidence 
will, apparently, be afforded by the circumstances that the 
husband has expressly forbidden his wife to pledge his 
credit, or that he has come to an arrangement with her 
not to do so. As soon as this appears in evidence, then it follows 
that there was in fact no agency, and it makes no difference that 
the prohibition or the arrangement was not communicated to 
tradesmen. And the presumption may also be rebutted by other 
circumstances which shew that the wife was not intended by the 
husband to pledge his credit, as where he makes her a sufficient 
allowance for the purpose of obtaining goods such as those in 
question : Reneaux v. Teakle (8 Ex. 680). 

But the main consideration in such cases is whether there has 

been a holding out of the wife by the husband as his agent 

which prevents him from giving evidence of any such arrange- 
ment unless it has been communicated to the ‘plaintiff. ‘‘ If,” 
said Lord Szxsorne in Debenham v. Mellon, ‘an appearance 
of authority is once, in fact, created by the husband’s acts, or 
by his assent to the acts of his wife, it may be right to hold 
that, as betweeen the husband and a person relying upon that 
appearance of authority, it cannot be got rid of by a mere private 
understanding or agreement between the husband and wife.” 
And similarly Lord Buaoxsurn said: “I quite agree that if the 
husband knew that the wife had got credit, if he had allowed 
the tradesmen to suppose that he himself had sanctioned the 





which he was to set aside £2,000 a year for household expenses, 
the amount to be paid into a separate banking account upon 


transactions, by paying them or in other ways, it might very 
well be argued that he would have given such evidence of 
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authority, that if he did revoke it, he would be bound to give 
notice of the revocation to the tradesmen and to all who had 
acted upon the faith of his authority and sanction.” 

In the present case of Morel Brothers & Co.v. Earl of Westmoreland 
it would have been very useful had a decision been given upon the 
question whether there had been such a holding out of the wife 
as the husband’s agent as to deprive the arrangement made in 
July, 1899, of any effect against the plaintiffs until it had been 
communicated to them. Apparently there had been such a 
holding out, for the fact that a husband knows that his wife is 
ordering goods for the benefit of the common establishment must 
be taken to be an assent by him to her act» so as to constitute 
her his ostensible agent. But the action was grounded upon the 
hypothesis of joint liability, and, in the absence of direct evidence 
of such liability, there was nothing to support it. The presump- 
tion arising from the maintenance of a common establishment 
is a presumption, not of joint liability of husband and wife, but 
of sole liability in the husband as principal, and the doctrine of 
holding out would likewise fasten upon him the sole liability. 
The claim against the husband and wife as being jointly liable 
consequently failed. 

Seeing that both parties were before the court, the sensible 
course would have been to make such an amendment as would 
allow it to be determined which of the two was solely liable, 
but here came in the technicality which has made the litigation 
abortive. The countess had not defended, and judgment had 
been signed against her under R. S. ©. order 14. This, in 
accordance with Scarf v. Jardine (7 App. Cas. 345), was an 
election to sue her, and hence it was not competent for the 
plaintiffs subsequently to prosecute an alternative claim against 
her husband. The plaintiffs asked, in the House of Lords, for 
leave to strike out the judgment against the wife and enter 
judgment against the husband, upon proper terms as to costs, and if 
the object of our system of judicature were to deal out sub- 
stantial justice, there seems to be no reason why this should 
not have been done. But litigation is still a game which has to 
be played according to the rules, and in the result the plaintiffs 
have failed. ‘There is no real hardship to tradesman,” said 
Maruew, L.J., when the matter was before the Court of Appeal, 
‘involved in cases such as this. They should understand that 
the case is always one of agency, and it is incumbent on them 
to prove the wife’s agency. They can easily protect themselves 
from any great risk in such cases; but if they think it answers 
their purpose better to go on giving credit for goods ordered by 
the wife without taking any steps to ascertain whether she has 
authority to pledge her husband’s credit, they must run the 
risk of its ultimately turning out that she had no such 
authority.” It is easy enough to utter such dicta in the 
Court of Appeal, but Bond-street and Oxford-street are nearer 
to the realities of life in these matters, and in an admittedly 
very difficult state of the law it would seem to be the wiser 
course not to place technical obstructions in the way of litigants. 








With reference to the paragraph which we last week extracted from the 
Times as to an action heard in the City of London Court against Mr. Walter 
J. Tanner, solicitor, of 147, Leadenhall-street, to recover charges for sub- 
mitting a property to auction, Messrs. Stimson & Sons, auctioneers, write as 
follows: ‘* The report in your issue misses the point in dispute. We well 
know what agency means, but in this case Mr. Tanner instructed us and 
was one of the mortgagees. The judge decided against us because the 
name Purvis was written on the top of the defendant’s letters. Who Purvis 
was we knew no more than you do, and learnt for the first time in court that he 
lived at Braintree. Judge Rentoul had agency in his mind before he heard 
the case. We fail to see why solicitors should be treated differently to 
other persons. The judgment may be good law, but it is not equity.”’ 


Thursday, the 28th of January, being the grand day of Hilary term at 
Gray’s-inn, the treasurer (Mr. Edward Dicey, C.B.) and the masters of the 
bench entertaine1 at dinner the followivg guests: His Excellency the 
Portuguese Minister (the Marquess de Soveral, G.C.M.G.), Lieut.-General 
the Right Hon. Lord Methuen, G.C.B., the Hon. Mr. Justice Byrne, the 
Right Hon. Sir Edward Carson, K.C., M.P., the Right Hon. Sir Joseph 
Dimsdale, Bart., M.P., Major-General Sir Coleridge Grove, K.C.B., Sir 
EaAward Clarke, K.C., Sir Douglas Straight, Sir Francis Burnand, the 
Very Rev. the Dean of St. Andrews, the President of the Law Society, 
Dr. Rutherfoord Harris, M.P., Mr. Rochfort Maguire, Mr. H. D. Croft, 
and Dr. J. M. Barrie. The benchers present in addition to the treasurer 
were Lord Ashbourne, Mr. Henry Griffith, Sir Arthur Collins, K.C.. 
Mr. James Sheil, Mr. James Mulligan, K.C., Mr. Lewis Coward, K.C., 
Mr. C. A. Russell, K.C., Mr. Herbert Reed, K.C., Mr. T. Terrell, K.C., 


Reviews. 
The Judicial Dictionary. 


THE JUDICIAL DICTIONARY OF WoRDS AND PHRASES J UDICIALLY 
INTERPRETED, TO WHICH HAS BEEN ADDED STATUTORY Deryyy. 
TIons. By F. Stroup, Barrister-at-Law; Recorder of Tewkesbury, 
SzconD Epirion. In TarEE VoLumMEs. Sweet & Maxwal 
(Limited); Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


There are not a few lawyers who have found the former edition of 
this book of practical value. We remember many years ago 
counsel, who is now a member of one of the highest appeal tribunals, 
telling us that he used the American reports for the purpose of 
digging arguments out of them to be used in the cases in which he 
was concerned. This judicial dictionary is pre-eminently a ground 
from which may be extracted suggestions of the greatest utility, not 
merely for the advocate in court, but also for the practitioner who 
has to advise, including the solicitor who, on short notice, has to tel] 
his client the meaning of an expression in a document or Act of 
Parliament. For the book is not, like the old law dictionaries, g 
series of dissertations on particular subjects; it is really a legal 


+ 


Johnson or Webster, but extended to phrases as well as to words, 

The present edition has been greatly enlarged, not only by the 
inclusion of statutory, as well as judicial, definitions, but also by the 
access which the author has obtained to the manuscript word- 
books of learned judges and counsel, and by investigation subsequent 
to the last edition. The number of cases and statutes which have been 
ransacked for definitions is shewn by the list prefaced to the book 
covering 196 pages. It is not surprising, therefore, that the work 
should have swollen from one portly volume to three convenient- 
sized volumes. 

An investigation of the book has led us to satisfactory conclusions 
as to its accuracy and completeness. Here and there, of course, an 
omission might be noticed, but these are few and far between, and 
in so vast a subject are unavoidable. In most cases the headings are 
singularly complete. To take a few instances of words very commonly 
requiring definition, we would draw attention to the headings “ Assigns,” 
which contains in a short compass references to the various definitions 
which have been given of this word in relation to different matters; 
‘* effects,” in volume 2, which is admirably comprehensive ; ‘‘ endow- 
ment,” which sums up very well the decision in Clergy Orphan 
Corporation (43 W. R. 150; 1894, 3 Ch. 151); “entitled,” which 
contains an excellent summary of the meani of the word; ‘‘ mine,” 
which collects all the decisions; ‘‘ month,” which embodies and 
illustrates the singular legal meaning of that word; ‘ outgoing,” 
which states the result of the numerous decisions on that word; 
‘*reasonable,” which commences with a remark that it would be 
unreasonable to expect an exact definition of the word “ reasonable,” 
but nevertheless proceeds to set forth the numerous cases in which it 
has been considered; ‘‘ reside”’ and ‘‘ usual,’ which contain full and 
complete collections of definitions and meanings. We have not 
mentioned a tithe of the headings of value and interest in the book, but 
a perusal of thoseabove referred to will afford some idea of the complete- 
ness of treatment. It is to be remembered that a large number of the 
judicial definitions and explanations cited are embedded in judgments, 
and are not to be found referred to in other works. For instance, the 
useful definitions under the head of ‘‘ Wear and Tear” will, we 
venture to think, be unknown to most lawyers.. 


It is not merely in the way of utility that the book will be found 
valuable ; it is frequently amusing, and there is a great deal of curious 
and out-of-the-way information contained in it. Thus we learn with 
pleasure that we may safely describe a justice of the peace as “ beetle- 
headed” or a “ blood-sucker”’; the reason given in Cro. Eliz. why 
the last term is not slanderous being that ‘‘ it cannot be intended what 
blood he sucked.” It is comforting also to know that a convenient 
mode of description of persons of a servile character as ‘‘ Man Friday” 
to another is not libellous, for ‘‘the ‘Man Friday’ we all know 
was a very respectable man, although a black man” (per Denman, 
C.J., in Hoare v. Silverlocke, 12 Q. B. D. 632). 

Of course the book includes here and there judicial dicta which 

must have been dropped without much consideration, and we observe 
that Mr. Stroud has been unkind enough to dfsinter the memorable 
remark of the present Lord Chancellor, in Smith v. Cooke (1891, A. ©. 
299) that ‘‘ the ordinary and familiar” mod. of creating a resulting 
trust ‘‘is by saying 80 on the face of the instrument!’ How this 
inane remark could have been allowed to ap «ur in the report of the 
case has always been a mystery to us. 
We should add that the system of cross-references adopted in the 
first edition has been greatly extended and elaborated in the presept 
edition. It is certainly a great help to the reader. Every facility is 
given by large headings at the top of each page for reference to any 
word of which the practitioner is in search. 





Mr. Barnard, and Mr. Duke, K.C., M,P. 


The labour and discrimination bestowed on the preparation 
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of this edition must have been enormous, but the author will 
have the reward of having provided a most useful book for the 
lawyer's library. 





The Law of Compensation. 


{xx LAW oF COMPENSATION: BEING A COLLECTION OF ALL THE 
_ Pupiic GENERAL AcTs RELATING To CoMPULSORY PURCHASE 
: OF AND INTERFERENCE WITH LaND, WITH NOTES OF ALL THE 

CASES THEREON. ALSO THE-STATUTORY PROVISIONS SPECIALLY 

APPLICABLE TO LONDON; WITH REPORTS OF CASES, AND A FULL 

SERIES OF PRECEDENTS. By J. H. Batrour Browne, K.C., and 

CHARLES E. Attan, LL.B.,Barrister-at-Law. SEconD EDITION. 

Butterworth & Co. ; Shaw & Sons. 

The law of compensation is of comparatively modern growth, but 
it is of great practical importance and has been the subject of 
numerous statutes and decisions. For present-day purposes 
it may be said to be based on the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, 
but scarcely less important than the statute itself are the cases 
which have determined the principles upon which it has to be 
applied. Prominent among these are the House of Lords decisions— 
Hammersmith Railway Co. v. Brand (L. R. 4 H. L. 171) and others— 
which have established a code for the allowance of compensation for 
the injurious affecting of lands under section 68, and which have 
refused compensation for damage due to the working of a railway as 
distinguished from its construction. The rule has been severely 
tested by the recent introduction of ‘‘ tube” railways, and the authors 
of the present work print, at p. 123, the clause which has recently 
received parliamentary sanction for insertion in special Acts, whereby 
claims for compensation in respect of the working of the railway may 
be made within two years of opening. In the present edition the 
cases on section 68 have been very conveniently classified and 
the rules which they establish clearly stated. The same 
may be said of other leading subjects relating to com- 
pensation—such as the effect of the notice to treat (section 18), with the 
two noticeable rules that it settles the date at which rights of persons 
interested in the land are deemed to be fixed for the purposes of com- 
pensation, and that the notice does not create a contract until it has been 
followed by the ascertainment of the amount of the compensation ; 
and such as the procedure whereby a company who give notice to 
take part of a house may be required to take the whole (section 91). 
On these and other matters there have been of recent years important 
decisions, the effect of which is adequately stated in the notes, and 
the first part of the work forms a very complete commentary on the 
Lands Clauses Act. This is followed by other statutes bearing on 
compensation, such as the Railway Clauses Act, 1845, the 
Waterworks Clauses Act, 1847, and the Electric Lighting Act, 
1882, and the appendix contains statutes specially applicable 
to compensation in the City of London, and Acts passed prior 
to the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, to which it may be necessary to refer. 
The appendix also contains a full set of precedents, and reports of the 
two cases of Re Ossalinsky and Mayor of Manchester and Re Riddell 
and Newcastle, &c., Water Co., on compensation in cases where the 
lands taken have a peculiar value by reason of ,their being suited for 
special purposes. Altogether the work is a very full and useful guide 
to the law of compensation. 


Books Received. 
The Solicitors Act, 1888, with Special Reference to Procedure and 
Practice on Applications against Solicitors, including a Short Account 


of Proceedings against Unqualified Persons. With Appendices, con- 
taining Reports, Notes of Decided Cases, and Statutes. By ARTHUR 
H. TrEvor, Barrister-at-Law. The Law Society. 


Indermaur and Thwaites’ Students’ Guide to the Law of Real and 
Personal Property and Conveyancing. Fifth Edition. By CHARLES 
THWAIrTEs, Solicitor. Geo. Barber. 

Statutes of Practical Utility Passed in 1903, arranged in Alpha- 
betical Order, in Continuation of ‘‘ Chitty’s Statutes.” With Notes, 
Incorporated Enactments, and Selected Statutory Rules. By J. M. 
Ley, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; Stevens 
& Sons (Limited). 

The Annual Digest of all the Reported Decisions of the Superior 
Courts, including a Selection from the Scottish and Irish, with a 
Collection of Cases Followed, Distinguished, Explained, Commented 
on, Overruled or Questioned, and References to the Statutes Passed 
during the Year 1903. By Joun Mews, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet 
& Maxwell (Limited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 
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Correspondence. 


A National Danger. 
[ T'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—In the last few days of the Session of 1897 Parliament was 
induced to pass an Act with the object of trying as an experiment the 
system of compulsory registration of title on the purchase of land, 
The experiment was hedged round with certain precautions, including 
one that the system should not be tried in any county without the 
consent of its county council, and that for three years the trial was 
not to be extended beyond one county, and that the order applying 
the system to any county could be rescinded at any time. To enable 
the Act to be worked, the Lord Chancellor was empowered to issue 
rules ‘‘ with the advice and assistance ” of a Rule Committee consisting 
of the Registrar of the Land Registry, a Chancery judge, and the 
nominees of the General Council of the Bar, the Board of Agriculture, 
and the Council of the Law Society. 

The Act came into operation in the County of London on the Ist of 
January, 1899, and is consequently now entering on its sixth year of 
trial. So far no other county has adopted the Act—an attempt made 
in October, 1902, to induce the Northamptonshire County Council to 
do so having failed. 

Notwithstanding strenuous efforts made by various bodies, includ- 
ing the Corporation of the City of London and eighteen of the 
London Metropolitan Borough Councils, the authorities have hitherto 
successfully resisted the holding of an independent inquiry into the 
working of the system, although it was understood when the Act was 
passed that such an inquiry would be held after three years’ trial of 
the new system had taken place. 

Apart from the large sums of public money that have been and are 
still being spent on the experiment, the system undoubtedly adds 
grievously to the difficulty, expense, and delay of property dealings 
in London. Perhaps the most significant proof that can be given of 
its signal failure is the fact that two new sets of rules, numbering 
together 371 and 72 forms, came into force on the 1st of January last, 
superseding all the previous rules, some of which were only passed 
last year. 

The circumstance under which these rules have been issued deserves 
instant attention. They were not made, as required by the Act, 
‘‘with the advice and assistance” of the Rule Committee, as the 
majority of the Rule Committee declined to assent tothem. Under 
the Act the rules are of the force of an Act of Parliament, so the 
Lord Chancellor has, in effect, constituted himself the sole law- 
making authority. 

When the nature of these new rules is realized, one can well under- 
stand why the majority of the Rule Committee declined to be a party 
to them. They practically give the registrar almost a free hand to 
issue ‘‘ absolute ” titles that carry with them a State guarantee. The 
extent to which the resources of the country are thus committed by 
the new rules is unlimited, and may conceivably run into miilions. 

Under the Act the rules have to lie on the table of the Houses of 
Parliament for three weeks after Parliament meets. This period will 
therefore end on the 22nd of February instant, and there is eve: 
reason to fear that amidst the distractions of the King’s Speech an 
the fiscal and other controversies, the rules will lie there unnoticed. 
Is there no one in either House, may I ask, who will make it his 
business to go into the matter without an hour’s delay, with the view 
to saving the country from what I conceive is a grave national danger * 

J. S. RuBINSTELN. 

5, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, W.C., Feb. 1. 








One of the queerest ways of will-making was, says the St. James's 
Gazette, that explained before Sir Francis Jeune. A lady, possessed of 
considerable property, was paralyzed, so sent for her solicitor to dispose of 
her estate. Bereft of speech, she was unable to give directions. The 
solicitor wrote down the various items on so many cards; then on other 
cards he wrote the names of the lady’s family. That done, he “dealt’’ 
the cards. As he did so his client coupled property with names, and he 
was able to draw up the will. It was pw yp good by Sir Francis. But 
ingenuity runs to madness at times in the conditions imposed. There is a 
story of a miser who would not ‘‘ bequeath,”’ but left his gifts as “‘ loans,” 
It must have been one of his kin who, when directed by his father to put 
a thousand pounds from the estate into his (the father’s) coffin, wrote out a 





Edited by G. R. Hitt, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


cheque for the amount and buried that with his parent. 
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L.J., said that arrears of dividends on preference shares were specialty 
debts only barred at the end of twenty years, and in Re Drogheda Steam 
Puket Co. (Limited) (Irish Rep. 1903, 1 Ch. 512) it was held that the same 
rule applied to dividends on ordinary shares. I accept these cases as 
guiding authorities. As regards the unreturned capital, I see no distinction 
between undrawn dividends out of profits of the company and unpaid 
returus of capital as regards the statutory period, and I think that the 
iod of twenty years applies to both. This renders it unnecessary for 
me to consider whether there is any trust in the case of the unpaid returns 
of capital, as in any case they cannot be distributed now.—CovnskL, 
Whinney ; H. Greenwood. Soxtcrrors, FE. C. Rawlings § Butt. 
[Reported by Nevitie Tessvrt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re FOX. WODEHOUSE v. FOX. Byrne, J. 28th Jan. 
Witt—Construcrion—ADVANCEMENT—Dvty To AcCcouNT. 


Adjourned summons. By his will, the testator bequeathed his residuary 
estate upon trust to pay the income to his widow for life, and, on her 
death, to his children as she should by will appoint. There was a proviso 
for hotchpot and an advancement clause. The testator died on the 20th of 
October, 1883. His widow died on the 9th of July, 1901. Four children 
survived them, to one of whom, Raymond Fox, advances amounting to 
£705, and purports to be made under the power of advancement, were 
made during the w’s lifetime. By her will, dated the 22nd of June, 
1898, the widow recited the power of appointment under the testator’s will, 
and appointed the estate in equal shares among all the children. Raymond's 
share was settled on him for life, and afterwards on his children. It was 
contended that Raymond ought to account for the £705 advanced to him 
#9 as to equalize the shares of the children. 

brryr, J., held that the hotchpot clause had no application, and that 
there wis no general equity that a person who had been advanced should 
repay tle sum advanced in such circumstances as these. The question 
really was whcther, looking at the appointment which had been made, 
the advancement share should be brought into account. Re Gosset 
(19 Beay. 520, 4 W. R. Dig. 88) made it clear that such share was taken 
out of the settlement altogether. His lordship also referred to Laurie v. 
Bankes (14 K. & J.142,6 W. R, 244). Looking at the widow’s will, he could 
not say that she had made an appointment of what at that time consti- 
tuted her husband’s estate, so as to ensure the bringing of the amount of 
the advances into account. There was nothing unreasonable in such a 
scheme, for the appointor could always appoint so as to ensure that the 
amount of the advances should be brought into account.—CovnseL, 
Humphreys ; Crossfield ; Harman. Soutcrrors, Gribble, Oddie, Sinelair, § 
Johnson, for Osborn, Ward, Vassall, & Co., Bristol; C. EB. S. Whitfond. 


[Reported by Percy H. Wixrretp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL ». ASHTON GAS CO. Buckley, J. 
20th and 26th Jan. 


Gas Company—Srarurory Maximum Drvipenp—Payment Freer or Income 
Tax—Income Tax Act, 1842 (5 & 6 Vicr. c. 35), ss. 54, 60, ScHepute A, 
RULE No. III. (3). 

This was an action brought by the Attorney-General at the relation of 
the Corporation of Ashton-under-Lyne and by the corporation to restrain 
the detendant company from (in effect) paying its statutory maximum 
dividend free of income tax. The company was incorporated in 1847. By 
sections 16 and 17 of its special Act of 1877 ‘‘ the protits to be divided” in 
any one year were not to exceed £10 per cent. (in the Act called ‘‘ the 
standard rate of dividend ’’) on its ordinary share capital, with a proviso 
which allowed the standard rate of dividend to vary inversely with the 
standard price of gas, which price was also fixed by the Act. For many 
years the company had made large profits, out of which it had paid the 
maximum dividend payable under the sliding scale. By paying these 
dividends free of income tax, the company. (according to the contention 
of the corporation, who are large consumers of gas) in effect paid larger 
dividends than were lawful. The present action was accordingly brought. 
The following cases were cited : Mason v. Ashton Gas Co, (54 L. T. 708), Last 
Vv. London Assurance Corporation (10 A. O. 438), Gilbertson v. Ferguson (7 
Q. B. D. 562), Partington v. Attorney-General (4 E. and I. App. 100, 122), 
Mersey Docks v. Lucas (8 A. ©, 891), and London County Council v, Attorney- 
General (1901, A. O. 26). 

Bucxuey, J., in the course of a reserved judgment, said that the obvious 
solution of the question was that, when the company paid, say, 10 per cent. 
free of income tax, it gave the shareholder 10 cent., and relieved him 
from liability to make any payment to the psentie or allowance to the 
company out of it. He thus got more than a 10 per cent. dividend. For 
the company it had been argued that, as, under the machinery of the 
Income Tax Acts, it was assessed under Schedule A, and paid income tax 
upon all its profits, it had nothing out of which it could pay its members 
dividend beyond the balance which remained after it d the income 
tax which was payable by it ; and therefore, that out of that fund it was 
entitled to give the shareholders, say, not exceeding 10 per cent. That 
argument, he thought, rested upon a fallacy. The profits were not arrived 
at after deducting income tax; the income tax was a part of the profits. 
A proportionate part of the profits payable to the Revenue was not 
& deduction before arriving at, but a part of. the profits themselves : see 
Lord Blackburn’s judgment in Last v. London Assurance Co. Under the 
Income ‘Tax Acts all income had to pay the tax, but not twice over ; if it 
had already been paid under Schedule A, it need not again be paid under 
Schedule D. But that did not prove that a person who ved a dis- 
tributive share of the fund did not bear income tax in of his 
ownership of shares in the company. The Act of 1842 provided that he 


behalf. By segtion 54 he was to prepare a statement of the profits before 


any dividend should have been made thereof to the member, and the 
member was to allow out of such dividend a i deduction in 
respect of the duty so charged. The present company was governed by 
section 60, Schedule A, No. III. (3). hat section reproduced some part 
of the matter which had already been dealt with by section 54, and the 
words as to the allowance of the ionate deduction of the duty 
were not identical with the words of section 54. For the words in 
section 54, ‘‘all such other persons and corporations or companies,” 
section 60 substituted the words ‘all such ms, corpora- 
tions, companies, and. societies,’ and for the words ‘ out of 
such dividends ’”’ substituted the words ‘‘ out of such produce or 
value.’’ On that it had been argued that the persons who were to make 
the allowance under section 60 were, not the members of the corporatiun, 
but the corporation itself, and that the words were intended to provide 
that the corporation should make the allowance to its treasurer. He 
thought, however, as matter of construction, that the person to allow 
under section 60 was the same person as he who was to allow under 
section 54—viz., the member. But even if the suggested construction of 
section 60 were right, the liability of the members to make the allowance 
would still be enforced by section 54. When the company declared and 
paid a dividend of 10 per cent., the member would be bound to allow the 
company to deduct the income tax upon his dividend, and he would 
receive a net sum of less than 10 per cent. When the company 

and paid a dividend of 10 per cent. free of income tax, the member received 
a sum Jarger by the amount of the income tax, which was not then to be 
deducted. The whole question was, were the profits thus divided among 
the shareholders in excess of 10 per cent. ou the capital? He thought 
they were, and the action therefore succeeded.—Covnse., Danckwerts, K.U., 
and R. J. Parker ; H. Terrell, K.C., and W. M. Cann. Sotscrrors, Sharpe, 
Parker, Pritchards, Barham, § Lawford, for F. W. Bromley, Ashton-under- 
Lyne ; Burgess, Cosens, § Co., for Arthur Buckley, Manchester. 

[Reported by H. L. Ormistox, Esq., Barrister-at-Law). 


CHRISTY v. TIPPER. Toyce, io om 20th, 21st, 22nd Jan., and 
Ist Feb. 


Trape-MARK—REGISTRATION—‘‘ InventeED Worp’’—Parents, Destens, 
anp Trape Marks Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 50), s. 64 (p). 


The plaintiffs sought’ an injunction to restrain the defendants from 
selling auy veterinary preparation not of the plaintiffs’ manufacture under 
the name of ‘‘ Absorbine,” or by any other name which was a colourable 
imitation thereof or otherwise was calculated to represent or lead to the 
belief that such preparation was the plaintiffs, and to restrain the in- 
fringement of the plaintiffs’ registered trade-mark, and also claimed an 
injunction to restrain the defendants from passing off their goods as 
those of the plaintiffs. The defendants denied that they were attempt- 
ing to pass off their goods as the plaintiffs, and alleged that the registra- 
tion of the word ‘“‘ absorbine’’ as a trade-mark was improper and not an 
‘‘ invented word” within the meaning of section 64 (d) of the Patents, 
Designs, and Trade- Marks Act, 1888, and applied to have the same removed 
from the register. The plaintiffs, Christy & Co., were the agents in this 
country for the plaintiff Young, whe carried on business in America, 
and manufactured, among other things, a liquid preparation for the 
removal of swellings in horses’ legs, and had ns ro the word “‘ Absor- 
bine ’’ for this preparation. The defendants had made and previously sold 
an ointment, “‘ Tipper’s Absorbent Ointment,’’ for application in cases 
similar to those of the plaintiffs’ liquid remedy. The defendants had 
changed the name of their ointment to ‘‘ Absorbine Tippers ”’ about the 
same date as the plaintiffs had registered the name as a trade-mark. The 
question which had now to be decided was whether “‘ Absorbine ’’ was or 
was not an invented word within the meaning of the section. 

Joyce, J., held that ‘‘ Absorbine ’’ was not an invented word withia the 
meaning of the section, as it might be merely a mis-spelling of the present 
participle of the verb ‘‘ absorb,” or that participle pronounced in a careless, 
slovenly fashion, or might be the common English word ‘‘ absorb’ with a 
meaningless but common termination added thereto: astm Phote- 
graphic Materials Co. v. Comptroller-General (47 W. R. 152 ; 1898, A. C. 571). 
The cases of Linotype Co.’s Trade-Mark (1900, 2 Ch. 288) and Pell's Trade- 
Mark (17 Pat. R. 266) were distinguishable as the facts in those cases 
differed to a material extent. The word, was not an invented word and 
must be expunged from the register of trade-marks.—Covnse., Hughes, 
K.C., and Sebastian; Younger, K.C., and FE. P. Hewett; R. J. Parker. 
Soxrcrrors, Lionel E. Townroe; Belfrage § Co., tor T. W. Robinson, Birming- 
ham; The Soliwitor to the Board of Trade. 

[Reported by C. W. Mran, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 








High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


LEWIN AND OTHERS v. GEORGE NEWNES (LIM.). SAME +. 
F. WARNE & CO. Div. Court. 12th Jan. and Ist Feb. 


Rarrs—AssessMent or Houses or THE INHARITANTS OF A Partse—Rares To 
nx ‘* Borne AND Parp ny THE Occurrers or Svcnx Hovses "—Bustness 
Preurers—12 Can. 2, c. 10, s. 3—51 Gro. 3, c, 150, 8. 2. 


These two cases were heard together. They were ap by the 
defendants from the Westminster County Court. The Fe ag held that 
the appellants, who occupy certain premises in Covent-garden, were 
liable to the rector’s rate in respect of those premises under the statute 
12 Car. 2, and the amending statute 51 Geo. 3, c. 150. The premises 


comprised altogether forty rooms, and were used by the appellants chiefly 
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and night of a servant of the defendants and his wife, who acted as care- 
takers, and who had access to the whole building by means of internal 
communications. The statute 12 Car. 2, c. 10, section 3, directs the rate 
to be assessed upon the inhabitants of the parish according to the improved 


value of the yearly rent of the respective houses of such inhabitants 


Section 2 of the amending Act says that the sum charged (£520) is thereby 
charged upon al] houses within the parish and all the rates and assessments 
The defend- 
ants appealed on the ground that the premises did not constitute a ‘‘ house ’”’ 


‘* shall be borne and paid by the occupiers of such houses.’’ 


within the meaning of the statutes. 


Tue Covrr (Lord Atvenrstong, C.J., and Kennepy, J.), having taken 


time to consider their judgment, dismissed the appeals. 


Kennepy, J., in delivering the written judgment of the court, said: In 


Surman v. Darley (14 M. & W. 181), the judges of the Court of Exchequer, 
in the year 1845, had to deal with a similar question under the same 
statutes. They had to decide whether or not the proprietors in possession 
of the Covent Garden Theatre were liable to the rector’s rate. Obviously 
the theatre was not designed or built for inhabitancy or for the purposes 
of a dwelling-house. No person slept or resided in it. The court held 
that it was not liable to assessment. The judges (Pollock, C.B., Anderson, 
Rolfe, and Platt, BB.) were all of opinion that the term house primd facie 
means a dwelling-house; and the effect of the judgment was that, 
according to the true meaning of these enactments, the rector’s rate is 
imposed only upon houses occupied as dwelling-houses, or, at all events, 
on those houses which are capable of being occupied as dwelling-houses. 
The Covent Garden Theatre plainly did not satisfy this test of rate- 
ability ; but, in their (the learned judges’) opinion, as in that of the county 
court judge, the premises in question did. They were built as 
@welling-houses ; they were capable, so far as structure was concerned, of 
being inhabited or occupied as dwelling-houses, and they were dwelt in 
night and day by the respondents’ servant and his wife, who had access 
to every part of the building, which was internally connected throughout 
and must be treated as one. This court was of opinion that their decision 
did not in any way conflict with any of the judgments cited from cases 
which had been decided under the provisions of the statutes relating to the 
duties on inhabited houses. In the present case no question of the division 
of the building into separate houses or tenements by structural severance 
arcse. They, the learned judges, could see no authority in Lord Herschell’s 
language in Russelt v. Town and County Bank (13 A. C. 418, at p. 427, 36 
W. R. Dig. 96) for their holding in the present case that, under statutes 
which were not passed for fiscal purposes, but were passedin order to 
make provision for the spiritual wants of the dwellers in the parish by a 
rate levied on the occupiers of all houses within the parish which are 
capable of being used as dwelling-houses, a building may not properly be 
treated as a dwelling-house, although the larger part of the building was 
used for the time being for the purposes of trade or business, if, in fact, 
the whole of the building is capable of being used as a dwelling-house 
and persons whether caretakers or others, did, in fact, dwell in part of it. 
One other argument addressed by the appellants was that, if any persons 
were to be rated, it should be the caretaker. They, the learned judges, 
were of opinion, that as the occupation of the caretaker is the occupation 
of a servant for and in the service of his employers, the appellants, it was 
they and not he who must, for rating purposes, be treated as occupiers. 
The appeal must be dismissed with costs. 

As regards the case of Lewin and Others v. F. Warne & Co. it was agreed 
that there was no material distinction between this and the preceding 
case, and therefore this appeal failed also. They did not think it made 
any difference that the rooms occupied by the earetaker and his wife 
were situated in the upper floor of one of several houses now internally 
connected and used as one. Appeal dismissed.—Covnser, W. Clarke 
Hall; E, Grimwood Mears. Sotscitors, Bartlett § Large; Hoyle & Parry. 

| Reported by E. G. Stittwett, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


CHAPMAN v. WINSON. Div. Court. 22nd Jan. 


Purcipat axnp Acenr—Commission—“‘ Woen anp Ip true PURCHASE Is 
Comrtetep wy Private Treary.’’ 


This was an appeal by the plaintiff from the decision of his Honour 
Judge Austin, sitting at the Bristol County Court. The action was 
brought to recover certain commission. In June, 1902, the defendant was 
trying to sell a hotel, particulars of which he gave to the plaintiff, who 
knew a lady who was a likely purchaser, and on the 8th of September, 
1902, he gave the plaintiff the following commission note: “If your 
friend is named and introduced within one week, and becomes the pur- 
chaser of the above hotel, you shall be paid as and by way of commission 
a sum of £50 when and if the purchase is completed by private treaty.’ 
The lady was thereupon introduced to the defendant by the plaintiff, and 
on the 11th of September she signed a contract agreeing to purchase the 
hotel from the defendant for the sum of £2,000, and by way of deposit she 
paid the defendant the sum of £200, Subsequently she found that she 
would not be able to complete the purchase, and an arrangement was come 
to between the defendant and herself whereby it was agreed that the 
defendant should release her from the contract, and that he should retain 
the deposit of £200. This was accordingly done, and the plaintiff there- 
—_ brought this action, claiming that he was entitled to his commission. 

county court judge gave judgment for the defendant, being of | ! 
opinion that as the purchase went off through no fault of the defendant, 
and was never completed in the ordinary meaning of the word, the 
plaintiff was not entitled to recover commission. From this decision the 
plaintiff now a; ed. 

Tus Cover (Wiits and Kexxevy, JJ.), in allowing the appeal, held that 

on the true construction of the commission nots dated the Sth of September 





Brook Little. Soricrrors, William G. Card, for E. Woodhouse Veale, Bristol : 
Dariing § Cunningham, for F. J. Tarr § Son, Bristol. 


{Reported by E. G. StittweE 1, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 
e a 
R. v. JUSTICES OF WEST RIDING. Div. Court. Ist and 2nd Feb, 


Licenstnc Appeats—Costs—Empitoyment or County So icrrorn—Arpe 
HousE Act, 1828 (3 Gro. 4, c. 6), s. 29—Licensine Act, 1902 (2 Ep. 7, ¢, 
28), s. 20. 

This was the hearing of rules wisi for certiorari and mandamus granted at 
the instance of the justices of the licensing sessions of East Morley. The 
following facts appeared from the affidavits: At the quarter sessions for 
the West Riding, held on the 16th of April, 1903, one Squire Briggs 
appealed against the refusal of the licensing justices of East Morley to 
renew the licence of the ‘‘ Crown Point Hotel,’’ and at the same sessions 
an appeal was heard against the retusal by the justices to renew the 
licence of the ‘‘ White Hart.’’ Quarter sessions allowed the appeal 
as regards the ‘‘White Hart’? and dismissed it as regards the 
‘Crown Point.’’ The costs of the respondent justices were to 
be borne in one case by the unsuccessful appellant and in the 
other case by the county fund. It has been the custom for many 
years in the West Riding of Yorkshire to appoint a county solicitor, 
and that officer is now appointed under section 66 of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1888. Itis the duty of that officer, who receives a salary out 
of the county funds, to act for the justices in all judicial business, and as 
a matter of practice the county solicitor had always acted for the justices 
on appeal from their decisions. The licensing justices, however, instead 
of employing the county solicitor, employed their clerk, who is a solicitor, 
to act for them in the two appeals in question. The court of quarter 
sessions having ascertained that fact, expressed their opinion that the 
licensing justices had acted wrongly in disregarding this practice, which 
was beneticial and economical to the inhabitants of the Riding, and they 
accordingly ordered the profit charges of the solicitor should be disallowed. 
The licensing justices obtained rules nisi for certiorari and mandamus on the 
ground that the justices had no jurisdiction to deprive them of costs to which 
they were entitled in the first appeal by virtue of the Alehouse Act, 1828, 
s. 29, in the second appeal by virtue of the Licensing Act, 1829, s. 20, 
The provisions of the Alehouse Act, 1828, s.'29, provide that the unsuccess- 
ful appellant in the case of an appeal against the licensing justices’ decision,, 
shall pay a sum sufficient to indemnify the justices against the costs of an 
appeal, and section 20 of the Licensing Act, 1898, provides for a similiar 
indemnity out of the county fund in cases when the appeal is successful. 
It was contended by counsel who shewed cause against the rule that the: 
case was one of an exercise of discretion by the county justices. They had 
decided that the costs in question were not properly incurred, and 
having exercised their discretion this court would not interfere with the 
order. Counsel cited R. v. Winder (48 W. R. 605 ; 1901, 2 Q. B. 667), 2. v. 
London Justices (1895, 1 Q. B. 616), Hazley v. West London Extension Rail- 
way (37 W, R. 625, L. R. 14 App. Cas. 26), Roberts v. Jones (1891, 2 Q. B. 
194). In support of this rule it was contended that the question was 
not one of discretion, but was meant to raise the question whether the 
licensing justices were bound or not to employ the county solicitor. 
Quarter sessions had no jurisdiction to deprive justices of their indemnity 
because they did not employ the county solicitor. 

Tue Covurr (Lord Atversronr, C.J., and Lawnance and Kennepy, JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

Lord Atverstonr, C.J.—I think the order went too far and cannot be 
supported. I think if counsel had made good his position, that the 
magistrates had fixed a sum which, in their opinion, would indemnify the 
justices from the costs to which they had been put, we could not have 
interfered. ‘That is not the way, however, in which the question comes 
before us. It appears, on the tace of the order, that it was made in view 
of particular matters brought before the court. The affidavits shew that 
the order was made, not as a taxation of the costs, but as a special order 
because the court thought the licensing justices should have engaged tlie 
county solicitor to act for them on the appeal. I have no doubt there is 
no rule or law which compels the licensing justices to employ a particular 
solicitor. The order drawn up under the circumstances is not an order 
under section 29, and therefore the objection raised against the rule being 
made absolute does not hold good.—Counse:, Dunckwerts, K.C., and 
Compston ; Macmorran, K.C., and Greenwood. Souticrrons, Greenwood § 
Greenwood ; Clement Edwards § Co., for Trevor Edwards, Wakefield. 


{Reported by Atan Hoca, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
Solicitors Ordered to be Struck Off the Rolls. 


Feb. 1.—Wanrwick Vernon Brapuey. 

Feb. 1.—Frepenick Exnest Layton, 8, Park-street, Windsor. 

Feb. 1.—Ricnarp Sarru Mason, 70, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Feb. 1.—Cnautes Rouinson, 28, Nethergreen-road, and lig ‘'ree-lane, 
Sheffield. 

Feb. 1.—Ricnarp Epwarv Srvurrett (otherwise Evwanpv Sruxnust), 
Carmarthen. 








It is stated that Lord Desart, the Director of Public Prosecutions, has 


written to the proprietors of certain newspapers that advertise hidden 
(treasure intimating that unless. they undertake to discontinue the publica- 
(tion of such notices, the Attorney-General will proceed against them for 








the plaintiff was entitled to his commission, and they, therefore reversed | causing a public nuisance. 


the decision of the court below. Appeal allowed.—CounszL, J. A. Hawke - 
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Law Societies. 
The Law Society. 


GENERAL MEETING. 


A GENERAL meeting of the Law Society was held on Friday, the 29th 
alt,, at the society’s hall, Chancery-lane, the President (Mr. Gray Hit, 
Liverpool) taking the chair. ‘The following members of the Council were 

resent: Mr. Thomas Rawle (Vice-President), Mr. Henry Attlee, Mr. 
Charles Mylne Barker, Mr. James Samuel Beale, Mr. Edmund Kell Blyth, 
Mr. Ebenezer John Bristow, Mr. Robert Ellett (Cirencester), Mr. Willian 
Howard Gray, Mr. Henry Edward Gribble, Mr. William John Humirys 
(Hereford), Mr. Henry James Johnson, Mr. Stephen Henham King, 
Mr. William George Kin , Mr. Frederic Parker Morrell (Oxford), Mr. 
Richard Pennington, Sir A. K. Rollit, B.A., LL.D., D.C.L., M.P., Mr. 
Charles Leopold Samson, Mr. Charles Stewart, Mr. Richard Stevens 
Taylor, Mr. Walter Trower, Mr. William Melmoth Walters, Mr. William 
Howard Winterbotham, and Mr. Philip Witham, together with the 
following extraordinary members: Mr. illiam Charles Mercer Adam 
Bath), Mr. Charles James Ernest Crosse (Manchester), Mr. Thomas 
ggar (Brighton), and Mr. Charles Elton Longmore (Hertford). 


PRIZES. 

The PresipENT, at the commencement of the meeting, distributed the 
special prizes awarded to successful candidates for the year 1903, and 
also the prizes for the June and November final examinations, as 
follows: Mr. R. J. Sutcliffe, the Scott Scholarship, the Clement’s- 
inn Prize, the Clabon Prize, the Reardon Prize, and _ Certificate 
of Merit; Mr. T. Guillaume, the Mellersh Prize; Mr. William 
Jones, the New-inn Prize; Mr. W. Bell; LL.B., Victoria University, Law 
Society Prize and Certificate of Merit; Mr. C. M. Crossman, Law Society 
Prize; Mr. W. H. Champness, Law Society Prize and John Mackcell 
Prize; Mr. W. Trenholme, John Mackrell Prize; Mr. Hidderley, 
Gold Medal; Mr, Bull, Clifford’s-inn Prize and Clabor Prize. 
Mr. Barton, Law Society Prize. Certificates were also awarded 
to the following: Mr. Cocks, Mr..Rushten, Mr. Davies, Mr. 
Eastburn, Mr. Green, Mr. Johnson, Mr. Wilson, Mr. H. P. Cain, 
LL.B. (Victoria), Mr. J. F. Eales, Mr. R. Procter, B.A. (Cambridge), 
Mr. L. A. Smith, B.A. (Oxon.), Mr. E. G. Eliot, B.A. (Oxon.), Mr. 
A, H. Holland, Mr. H. E. Reynolds, and Mr. W. L. Rothera. There had 
been_no distribution on this occasion of the Travers Smith Scholarship, 
because the trustees of that bequest, who were not composed entirely—in 
fact, only to the extent of one-half—of members of the Council, had not 
recommended anybody for the scholarship. Under these circumstances 
it was not in the power of the Council to confer the scholarship. 

Socrery’s Lega Epvucarion. 

He would like to say a little about the progress of the society’s new 
system of legal education, which he thought they would be very glad to 
hear was of a very satisfactory character. Before the change which 
had been made—-a change which was very greatly due to the interest 
shown and the assiduity employed by his predecessor, Sir Albert Rollit— 
before that change the number of students in London had dwindled down 
to twenty-four. Under the new system there were entered in September 
last seventy, and to-day the number was 127. Many of those students 
attended more than one class, or lectures and classes, and if one could 
count them ail by including all those lectures and classes as separate affairs, 
he was pleased to be able to tell them that there were 300 entries at the 
present time. With regard to the quality of the lectures, he had not 
rested on hearsay, but had taken occasion himself to attend a good many 
of them. He had attended, he thought, five of Mr. Jenks’ lectures and 
one of another professor’s, and one lecture by their esteemed colleague, 
Mr. C. M. Barker, on mortgages, which was given gratuitously—the 
first one given by him—the other night. At that lecture, he was pleased 
to say, there were 120 students present, who listened with the greatest 
interest to what Mr. Barker had to say. ‘Che quality of those lectures 
Was most admirable. He did not know that he had ever listened to any 
lectures upon any subject which were so interesting—he might say 

sitively, so charming—as those of Professor Jenks. And it was delight- 
ul to see the attention, the intense interest, with which the students 
followed all the professor said. He remembered, five-and-forty years 
ago, forming one of a large number sitting in that hall, listening to 
lectures, which were very good lectures indeed, no doubt. He regretted 
to say of them that, although the attendance was large, the number of 
those who were slumbering and the number of those who did not listen 
Closely was very considerable. He had most carefully observed the 
students at the present lectures, and he could say honestly that he had 
not seen one who was not following with care and attention all that the 
lecturer said. Therefore he felt that the society were in the right. course. 
A cry had been raised against the society’s system. It had been said 
that solicitors ought to be employed to educate solicitors. If by that 
were meant education in the practical part of their business, he would 
entirely agree ; and it must not be thought for a moment that the Council 
lad endeavoured in any way to exclude solicitors from the appointments 
they had made. They had had very few. applications from the members 
of the solicitor branch of the profession, and in none of these cases did 
the applicants seem to be equal ta those who had been appointed. .-It; 
should be remembered that it was not.a question of what profession a 
man followed outside the tuition;, the question was, whether ‘he was 
qualified to texch. Teaching was a special matter altogether. A man might 
have great knowledge, but might not have the power to impart it, and he 


and his assistants, who had succeeded so admirably with the new system. 
He ‘wanted to make one appeal to the members. Many of them had 
articled clerks. Articled clerks had their merits, but they had also some- 
times their defects. They were a little too disposed to put off the evil 
day of preparation for éxamination, and to try and to rush through in 
three or six months that course of instruction which ought to last over 
several years. He did not say, s —e from his own experience, that a 
principal could induce every articled clerk to do what he told him, but the 
principal had great influence, Let them then use their influence in inducing 
the articled clerks to avail themselves of the excellent system of education 
which the society had established. He hoped the members would kindly 


bear that point in mind. 
Scuoot or Law. 
He wanted to say something about the School of Law. He thought 
he should in that matter anticipate the answer to a question which Mr. 
Ford had put upon the notice-paper. In the first place, Mr. Ford’s 
question began with an erroneous assumption, if he would allow him to 
say so. Mr. Ford had given notice to ask: “Whether the Council is 
supporting the proposal of the four Inns of Court for the establishment 
of a School of Law; and if not, why not?’’ The scheme was put forward 
by the Attorney-General. The society and the Council had for many 
years been strongly in favour of a school of law, which should be open 
to both branches of the profession, and, indeed, to all His Majesty’s 
subjects. He need not go through all the whole miserable history of the 
sale of the various foundations, and the distribution of the funds amongst 
thoss who chose to consider themselves entitled to them. The funds 
arising from the sale of those inns should have been applied to public 
purposes. There was one instance—he thought, a most unfortunate 
instance, because it led to imitation on the part of many others—the sale 
and division of Serjeant’s-inn. He did not say, and he did not believe, 
that there was any trust for education in that case; but it could never 
have been intended by the founders of that inn that the money should have 
been distributed amongst private persons; the inn was founded for a 
public purpose. And when the proceeds from the sale of that inn were 
divided by some of those who were highest in the legal profession it 
introduced an evil example, which was followed by others. Ihe Council 
had sought the opinion of the Attorney-General of that day and of the 
Charity Commissioners about the year 1 he was not perfectly sure of 
the date—with reference to Barnard’s-inn, and they had failed to obtain 
any support in their opposition to the disposal of the funds. He did not 
know whether, in point of fact, there was a trust in that case, altho 
the Council had the advice of an eminent equity barrister that there was. 
But the application having been rejected, the Council were discouraged 
from taking further steps; and it was not until some public-spirited 
people—he did not know who they were—who were members of Clifford’s- 
inn, an inn composed, let it be remembered, about half of members 
of the Bar and about half solicitors, took the point that there was a trust 
for legal education in that case, and that the property could not be 
privately divided—it was not till then that the Council were roused to 
take action. ‘They attempted on that case to get before the court and 
to be made parties to the proceedings, but the court would not permit 
of that being done.- The court, however, held in that case that there 
was a trust. Then, when the same process was attempted to be applied 
to New-inn, the society stepped in. ‘They were parties to the proceedings, 
and, with the assistance of the Attorney-General, got the decision of the 
court that the funds were to be applied to legal education: The result 
was—and it was no use crying over spilt milk, or regretting what had 
already been done with regard to the previous two inns, that there 
remained in court now £132,500 available for legal education. - Thereupon, 
the Attorney-General proposed the establishment of a School of Law with 
that fund, which should open to both branches of the fession. A 
resolution was passed by the Council in favour of the adoption of such 
a schocl, and the Inns of Court appointed a committee of four from each 
inn to represent them in discuss the matter. -The Council met the 
committee, he thought it was last July—at any rate, shortly before the 
Long Vacation—and they were unable at that time to.agree upon the terms. 
The great point that they were desirous of fixing, Leet of all, was the 
eng of representation to be accorded to the society. The Inns. of 
ourt, in their resolution, offered to give the society the position of one 
Inn of Court—that was to say, te give them four representatives as 
against four from each ofthe inns. The Council did not. wish to take 
any grudging part, but at the same time they felt that. a merely com- 
plimentary representation of that kind was unjust to the solicitor branch 
of the profession, and that they could not enter into the scheme with 
that heartiness that was necessary for the e of success if a better 
representation was not given to them than that. The Council discussed 
the matter; he had himself had many interviews with the Attorney- 
General = the subject. The Council were naturally pressed to say 
what would content them. There they had a great difficulty. No doubt 
many of the members would feel that they ought to have an equal repre- 
sentation with the Bar. The number of their students. exceeded those 
of the Bar ; but it must be remembered that the funds in the possession of 
the Bar were much greater than those of the solicitors, that repre- 
sentation must have some reference to taxation. And they must 
remember that, the prestige of the Bar was greater than that of the 
solicitors, and that they. were more ambitious in their profession and 
educated with a higher aim than were the solicitors. “The Council had to 
come to a decision, and they had taken upon themselves to say that they 
fvotild be.content with half the representation accorded to the Bar—that 
was, double’ what* the Inns of Court had proposed. He was glad to say 
that the Attorney-General, as far as he was concerned, had gg that 
proposition : it had been accepted, he thought -he might say, utely 
»y two of the Inns of Court, and. practically by the other two. Of course, 





thought the Council ‘had done wisely in selecting the present principal 


the Council could only »proceed by steps in the matter. The Inns of 
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Court would wait, as the Council themselves were at first disposed to wait, 
to see the whole proposal before they could say that they agreed to it. 
All was still in the preliminary stage, but he was very pleased to state 
tuat everything was progressing satisfactorily. The Council felt that 
if they had sufficient representation to enable them to tepresent properly 
to the governing body what their wants and requirements were, they 
should not anticipate that they would be disregarded, and that they 
should believe in the willingness of the Bar to assist them in satisfying 
the requirements of the students in the solicitor branch of the 
profession. They had also felt that, even if they had equal 
representation with the Bar, there were other members to be 
added to the governing body of an official) character who 
would indirectly represent the Bar, and so in any event, if any 
momentous question arose, which he did not at all think would be the 
with the goodwill of both sides, the Council would be outvoted. 
efore he hoped he should have the approval of the members in the 
course the Council had taken in being satistied with half the representa- 
tion. That would give them full opportunity of stating all that they 
required. The Inns of Court at present spent in legal education a total 
of about £8,000 a year. No doubt a great deal of economy would result 
it, instead of each inn spending something like £2,000, that fund were all 
put together, with one common governing body. The income to be 
uerived trom the £132,500—he expected the interest on the money would 
pay the cost of the scheme, and that it might be regarded as existing— 
would be something like £4,000 a year. So that there would be £12,000 
uw year without anytning being contributed by the society. But, of course, 
the society was bound to contribute. What the Council proposed was 
to contribute so much as was now spent upon the London education of 
articlea clerks; and if they were enabled afterwards by statutory powers 
to obtain further sums, to contribute more. They had, of course, to 
remember that they were in a different position from the Bar in this 
respect, that they must provide for the education of country articled 
clerks. At present the society spent £1,200 a year for that purpose; 
most willingly would they spend more. And more demands were being 
made upon them. Local societies for education were being established, 
and, of course, they must be prepared to meet further demands in that 
respect in that direction. Therefore, as the society were at present 
situated, they were debarred from spending | very large amount for the 
school. But no special demand had been made upon them by the Bar to 
contribute any special sum. The Bar were satisfied with the Council’s 
assurance that they would do all they could, and that if they could do 
better in the future they would. What the Council wanted the members 
to feel was that they would enter on this great scheme in no grudging 
spirit, and would do their very best to further it. ‘They would procee 
by steps, and gradually this school, this great teaching body, would, he 
trusted, reached. 


case, 
Ther 


Socrerr’s MEMBERSHIP 
There was one way of obtaining funds which was very easy. If it were 
only possible to induce a larger number of the profession to join the 
society that could be brought about. Last year the total addition to the 
society’s numbers—he recollected Mr. Ford calling attention to it at the 
last meeting—was only three. He was glad to say that they had done 
somewhat better this year. The vice-president and he, and some other 
members of the Council, had been putting their shoulders to the wheel, 
and they had got more members. There was—he did not say a net in- 
crease,he would come to that presently—but there was an increase of 270 
members since the 30th of July. Of course there had been deaths—a few— 
and there had been those who had forgotten to pay their subscription, 
which after a time no institution could endure without exclusion. This 
Was not very creditable to some members of the profession, and the nei 
result was that there was an increased membership of 129 for the half- 
year. That was satisfactory as far as it went; but it was nothing to 
what it ought to be. The society had now 7,977 members, but there 
were 16,200 members of the profession. He knew that there were some, 
perhaps managing clerks, perhaps young struggling men, who were unable 
to afford the expense of the subscription, small as it was, but how many 
there were who simply stood aside and criticised, and would not come 
in and help. He had received a letter the other day from a gentleman, 
who pr to him what he thought en utterly impracticable scheme, 
e told him so. He had said: “I presume you are a member 
of the society, and if you think proper you can move it at a general 
meeting.’’ The reply was: “‘Oh, no, I do not belong to the society. 
When the society acts in a proper way, perhaps I may be induced to 
join.” Now, if everybody treated the society in that way, where would 
the society be? The members should go forth as missionaries, and bring 
in recruits. He knew that circulars did very little; letters did some- 
thing. He had written shoals of letters, but personal application would 
do everything. If they would only look at the Law List or at Water- 
low’s Lawyers’ Companion, where a star indicated membershi 
society, they would find the names of many 
to belong to the society who could amply 
so. He would urge the members to try to bring them 
in to join the society, and specially at the present time, 
there was this great question of the School of Law before them, and 
they wanted the tt of the whole of the profession. What was 
the besetting sin of profession? It was particularism. Every man 
for himself, and too often against his neighbour. Let them have a little 
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myo Let the profession feel its loyalty to itself and its ] 
to society, and they would not have to complain of inefficient efforts 
due ineuticienoy of funds. What could not 16,000 members do all 


with one voice ? Let them think ot tue influence of the solicitors 
r the country, each in his circle a man of influence. What could 
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Sorscrrors’ Br. 


There was one more matter: the Solicitors’ Bill which had been br 
into Parliament, a Bill to enable. the society to exclude from practigg 
refusing to renew the certificates of undischarged bankrupts in the 
fession who could not properly account for their bankruptcy. That was 
a Bill for the protection of the public. It passed through the House 
of Lords without question. When it got to the House of 
it was opposed by certain members, who opposed everything, especi 
if it came from the society. and there had not been that amount of 
support given to it which should have been given. On the last occasion 
the House was counted out. There were, he thought, forty-one undis. 
charged bankrupts since 1889 who were still practising, and whom the 
society could not prevent from so doing. He did not think they wer 
all dishonest men. He knew of one case where the bankrupt had paid 
15s. in the £, and hoped to pay the remainder. But there were men— 
and the majority, he teared—who were only preying on the public, and 
who ought to be excluded from an honourable profession. 


Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


He did not like to finish without saying how deeply he felt they wor 
indebted to the present Attorney-General for the way in which he had 
met the society in connection with the School of Law, and in other 
matters in which the Council had had to resort to him for assistanee 
and advice. How different was the spirit he displayed from that dis. 
a by the law officers in the seventies, when Lord Selborne was 

ringing in, Session after Session, his Bill for a School of Law, and the 
solicitor branch of the profession was treated with contumely and con. 
tempt by the law officers. A more courteous, gentlemanly, honourable 
man than the Attorney-General did not exist, and he wished to expras 
the admiration he felt for him. In 1895, the late Lord Chief Justice, 
Lord Russell, spoke upon this great subject, the School of Law, at 
Lincoln’s-inn, and finished his speech with these remarkable words: “Is 
it an idle dream to hope that, even in our own day and generation, there 
may here arise a great School of Law worthy of our time, and worthy of 
one of the first and noblest of human sciences, to which, attracted by the 
fame of its teaching, students from all parts of the world may flock, and 
from which shall go forth men to practise, to teach, aud to administer 
the law with a true and high ideal of the dignity of their mission!” 
That was not an ideal dream, it was a B en 5 0 forecast of a great 
event, and he thought that the late Lord Chief Justice, his eminent: pre- 
decessor, Lord Selborne, and those members of the solicitor branch of 
the profession, who were not to be forgotten, who had laboured in the 
cause, his old friend Mr, Jevons, of Liverpool, and Mr. Saunders, of Bir- 
mingham, both once members of the society’s Council, although they were 
departed beyond their ken, would some day meet with a posthumous 
reward. Moses-like, they had not been permitted to enter the Promised 
Land, which they saw from afar off, but they who were their followers 
and associates, he trusted would some day enter upon that inheritance, 
and see the triumph of the cause to which they had so long devoted 
themselves. 
A Memser said he wished to ask a question arising out of the presi- 
dent’s most interesting statement. Was there any idea of the great 
School of Law ultimately forming a part of the University of London? 
The PrestpDENnT said he thought not. He thought it would be an 
independent institution. 
Mr. Cuartes Forp (London) explained that he was referring in his 
question to the proposition of the Inns of Court that the governing body 
should consist of thirty members, of which the membership of the 
society should consist of eight only. 

The PresipeEnt said that the society had now, he thought, practically 
secured that the proportion should be one half of that of the Bar. 


Annvat Provinciat Meertine. 


Mr. E. F. Warts (London) moved, in accordance with notice ; ‘That 
the duration of the annual provincial meeting be extended one day, and 
that such meeting be held earlier in the year than the month of October.” 
He apologised that, as a member of only ten years’ standing, he should 
come forward with so drastic a proposal, but he assured the meeting that 
it was only because he had been asked by so many members, who did 
not care to bring it forward themselves, that he had put the notice on 
the paper of business. As they all knew, meetings of solicitors had been 
held in one or other part of the country ever since the year 1844, and by 
the society since the year 1874 in its annual provincial meeting. He 
could not see what advantage centred in holding the meetings in the 
month of October. Why did the society hold a meeting in the provinces! 
Was it that members should have the opportunity of meeting one 
another, which they did not get at the general meetings in London, oF 
was it that papers should be read and discussed? During the last 
ten years he had attended most of the provincial meetings, and on each 
occasion many of the papers had had to be left unread because there 
was no time. The meeting last October was attended by something like 
600. members of the society, he believed, and papers, were left unread 
because there was no time. The only way to avoid this, if the object 
of the meeting was to hear papers, was to give sufficient time for the 
purpose. Therefore, the only course was to either limit the number of 
the papers to one or two, or else to extend the time allotted to the meet- 
ing. He thought that were the meeting extended to one more day, there 
would be sufficient time to enable all the papers to be read and discussed. 
With regard to the question of the time of year at which the meeting 
should be held, it should be remembered that the other large sssocia- 
tions, such as the Church Congress, held their meetings both for social 
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. The society had been in the habit of going to 
outh, Swansea, and so forth, and what kind of 
weather did they get in the month of October? Was there any earthl 
reason Why they, as lawyers, should not meet earlier in the year? 
many found it impossible to leave their offices in the ang © 
r, at a date so near the Long Vacation. Were the society to hold 
their annual provincial meetings in September they would not have to 
complain so much of the paucity of members who attended them, nor if 
the meetings were extended one day would they have members going to 
the trouble of getting up papers, only to find that there was not time 
o read them. He would move his resolution in two parts, the first 
dealing with the duration of the meeting—that it be extended one day. 

Mr. Cuartes Forp seconded the motion. He said he used to attend 
the provincial meetings, but, after going for some few years, came to 
the conclusion that it was a waste of time, and had never been since. 
One reason was that any resolution passed there deliberately, and which 
in the judgment of members present ought to be carried into effect, was 
really no resolution at all, in the sense that it had no effect unless the 
Council afterwards met and approved it. A more uncomplimentary way 
of doing things to a body of professional men he could not. conceive. 
jt was a most unfair arrangement that the Council should be placed in 
such a disagreeable, uncomplimentary position. If these meetings were 
to be continued, there were reasons why it would be desirable that there 
should be more time given to the deliberations which took place. In 
the report of the last provincial meeting he saw that a most serious 
matter was discussed, and he thought they might infer, from the report 
issued by the Council, that it was done in a very superficial way, with 
a very unsatisfactory result. The very serious matter considered was 
as to whether the members of the society should put the letters M.L.S. 
after their names. He had been very much astonished to hear that there 
were 600 members of the profession present, because he really could not 
imagine members going down to a provincial meeting. When this 
very serious matter was considered there were only sixty-two members 
of the society present. Where were all the rest of the 600 members? 
The voting on the question was thirty-five in favour of putting M.L.S. 
after the members’ names and twenty-seven against. He should never 
think of using the letters himself, and for once ‘in his life he felt. glad 
to think that the Council had to consider the wisdom of the resolution 
which had been passed. He thought he might take it that, though it had 
been passed, the Council would decide that they could not agree to such 
a resolution. 

Mr. GripsLE (London): Hear, hear. 

Mr. Forp observed that Mr. Gribble had said ‘‘ Hear, hear.’’. He was 
glad to hear that Mr. Gribble was quite content with the title of solicitor. 
If they were to have these meetings and waste of time, there should be 
more time given for the reading and discussion of the papers. 

The PRESIDENT said that there were present at the beginning of the 
meeting last October 600 members when he delivered his address. The 
members very often paid the president the compliment of being present 
in large numbers to hear the opening address, after which the numbers 
diminished. The paper Mr. Ford referred to was read on the second day. 
How many would have been present if it had been left to the third day 
he did not know. There were various excursions and amusements on the 
second day, to which many of those who attended the meeting went. 

The Vicz-PREsIDENT (Mr. Thomas Rawle, London) said he personally 
regretted that Mr. Ford had not been present at the last provincial meet- 
ing. If he had been there he would have come back full of its praise, He 
(the Vice-President) had never been present at a more successful meeting 
than that at Liverpool. There were 600 members present, and, according 
to his experience, which was getting a very considerable one now, he 
was sorry to say, that was a most remarkable number. Mr. Watts 
said that he did not think two days sufficient for the meeting. Of 
course the matter had been frequently considered. It had been over 
and over again discussed, and the experience of the past had gone 
to show that two days devoted to business was ample, and that it was 
usually enough to permit of the reading of papers which were put down 
to be discussed at the meeting. Upon this occasion, it was true that 
there were an unusually large number of the members who desired to 
read papers. He was sure Mr. Ford would regard that as very gratifying, 
because it was evidence of that which he desired so much to see, 
namely, that the members of the society took a great interest in the 
annual provincial meeting 

Mr. Forp: They do not go the second day. 

The Vice-PRrEstpENnt said that they read the papers of which notice 
Was given, and it was because there was such an unusually large number 
of papers on this occasion that two days were found insufficient. Although 
there were 600 members ‘sige on the first day at the opening, many 
of whom came back in the afternoon, yet, as Mr. Ford had perceived 
by reading the % yr the number present when the very important 
matter to which he had referred was discussed had dwindled down 
to something like sixty, and that, as a rule, far exceeded the number to 

found present on the second day in the afternoon. It had, there- 
fore, been found that the two days were enough really for business 
purposes, and the interest and attention of the members had by that 
time had the edge taken off. And further, it would be necessary tu 
get the consent of the local society to the proposed change, the society 
who had been kind enough to invite them, and to know whether 
it was speci to them to have the members there for three days. 
Because the expense was very considerable, and it had often been a serious 
matter with the Council to know how far they ought to accept the 
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where there were merchant princes and money was easily 
made, there was no difficulty, and the members were certainly 
entertained at Liverpool upon a _ scale of princely - 
nificence. He did not know any other city or place that could afford to 
do it as Liverpool had done. ‘Therefore, occupying three days for the 
reading of papers was @ preposition which would not be regarded as a 
generally desirable thing. Mr. Watts had said that a few o the papers 
were read, and that the rest were left to blush unseen; but that was 
not at all the case. Every paper sent in and approved by the Council 
as fit to be read at the meeting if there were time, was printed 
published and sent to every member of the society. Therefore, the 
views of the writers of the papers were put before them every one. 
They were not suppressed or lost sight of. It must be remembered 
that if they limited themselves entirely to work, the number of members 
attending the provincial meetings would not be 600, or anything like it. 
If they were going to have a meeting consisting of four days, that would 
mean a very serious inroad upon a professional man’s time. It took, 
perhaps, half a day to get to the town where the meeting was held, 
then there were proposed to be three days for the meeting for work, one 
day for amusement, and there would be half a day to get back again, 
or perhaps a day, so that a week would be occupied. He hoped that 
no alteration would be made. For many years the present plan had 
proved to be convenient. P ; . 
Upon a show of hands, the motion was negatived by a considerable 
majority. , 
Mr. Warrs then moved the second part of his resolution, namely, 
“That such meetings be held earlier in the year than the month of 
October.”’ 

The motion was not seconded. 

ReEticious NEWSPAPERS. 

Mr. W. P. W. Puriiimore (London) moved, in accordance with notice ; 
‘That the society take in for use in the hall the following newspapers :— 
(1) Zhe Guardian, (2) The Tablet, (3) The Methodist’ Times, (4) d'he 
Jewish Chronicle.’ He said that he believed that some years ago the 
society used to take in four, if not five, what are called religious 
newspapers, namely, the Guardian, the Church Times, the Record, and 
the “‘ablet. For some reason or other, which was not very clear, during 
the presidency of Sir Henry Fowler, who was, as they knew, a dis- 
tinguished Nonconformist, the religious newspapers were suddenly re- 
moved from the tables in:the reading-room of the society. He could 
not but think that it was a very great pity that that course should 
have been adopted. Whether it was intended as a sort of slight compli- 
ment to Sir Henry Fowler, because the list of religious newspapers did not 
contain any Nonconformist papers, he did not know; but he could only 
regret it as an unfortunate decision of the Council. The society took 
in other professional papers, such as the Lancet, the Builder, and the 
Stock Exchange papers, and so forth, and he must say that he thought 
that they as lawyers were interested in ecclesiastical matters as least 
as much as in those relating to the Stock Exchange. Therefore, he 
had ventured to mention in the motion four papers which were, he 
thought, representative of the different religious interests—namely, the 
Guardian, the TJ'ablet, the Methodist Times and the Jewish Chronicle. 
He could not say he was acquainted with all of them, but he fancied that 
they were fairly representative. If that was not considered to be the 
case, it would be very easy for the Council to make some slight alteration. 
There was a very serious question which they had to consider in this 
matter, and that was the question of e . The Council, they knew, 
were at great expense in the erection of the elaborate, and gorgeous, and 
princely addition to the building of the society, and they had to be 
economical, The expense would amount to £2 7s. 8d. a year, but he had 
a remedy, and that was that they should discontinue taking in Punch, 
Judy, the Sketch, and the Era. He could not fancy the president in- 
dulging in reading Punch, or the secretary taking a peep into the Sketch, 
still less could he imagine the fathers of the profession ores the Era. 
Therefore he thought they might strike those papers off list; there 
would be a saving amounting to £1 1s. 8d. per annum. Therefore, on 
the grounds of economy, religion, and practical utility, the motion ought 
to be carried unanimo ¥ 

Mr. E. R. Sereco~p-SKEELS (London) seconded, and 

Mr. A. N. Grirrrra-Wiit14Ms (London) supported the motion. 

The PresrpEntT said he was sure that none of them would suppose 
that the mere question of expense had actuated the Council in the matter, 
or that Sir Henry Fowler had wished any particular class of paper 
to be excluded from the reading-room, or that the Council had desire 
to compliment Sir Henry Fowler, who happened to be a Nonconformist, 
in discontinuing the popess, he question of having religious rs in 
the reading-room had been pt. at a general meeting in ‘Aprit, 1902, 
when the then president stated that it was a question of taking all the 
religious papers or none. The Council co not see their way to 
making a selection, and inasmuch as the papers in question had been 
very little used, they thought it would be best to cease to provide them. 
The general meeting at that time had confirmed the action of the 
Council. There were fifty-seven religious newspapers published in the 
British Isles, and the selection mentioned in the motion did not include 
newspapers representing the Baptists, the Society of Friends, the Inde- 
pendents, and the various sections of the Church of England, and various 
other bodies. It was plain that the Council could not satisfy everybody. 

The motion was negatived, only four members voting for it. 

Lrerany Commirrer. —LipraRian 





invitations, because they were bound to carried out 
on a very lavish scale of hospitality. Of course at Liverpool, 
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The PRESIDENT said the answer to the first question was four, during 

the year 1903. With regard to the second question, the post of librarian 

e vacant on September 29th last. It was proposed to fill it up, 

and an advertisement inviting applications appeared in the law. papers 
and in the Atheneum of January 50th. 


Specia, Lisrary CoMMITTEE. 

‘Mr. Pxurtitmorore then moved, in accordance with notice: ‘‘That, in 
view of the enlargement of the library, a Special Library Committee. be 
appointed, consisting of an equal number of members of the Council and 
ordinary members of the society, to consider how the library may be 
improved in the following directions :—(l1) By establishing -a circulating 
library of current law books for the benetit of country members; (2) by 
improving the departments relating to Scottish Law, Colonial and 


American Law.’ He said that he thought the justification 
of the motion was shewn in the president's answer to 
his question that the Library Committee had _ held only 
four meetings during the year 1905, and also that it had 


allowed three months to pass by without taking into consideration the 
appointment of a new librarian. ‘There was no more reason why a 
horarian should not have been appointed to succeed the late librarian 
immediately on the post becoming vacant than for deferring it for three 
months. In fact it was more important, at the present juncture, to have 
a librarian than at any period during the last ten years, seeing that there 
was a very heavy task before them in the rearranging of the whole library, 
because the books at the present time were stacked in double rows, one 
behind the other, and any book that happened to be behind could only 
be obtained with great aifficulty. He thought the fact that the com- 
mittee met only tour times in the year was an indication that that 
department of the Council was very much overworked—he meant that 
the individual members were overworked. It was physically impossible 
for them to give the necessary attention to the library. It was im- 
possible to think that a library like the society’s could be managed 
properly with four meetings in the year. A proper supply of books 
couid not be secured, and other matters attended to. As an instance 
of this, he might mention that a very important book had lately been 
published on Scottish law, and it was weeks before it was placed in 
the: library. Now, had there been.a library committee looking out tor 
such matters, it would have been ordered within a week.. It had been 
his fate to. look up Scottish law lately, and he had been surprised. to 
find how very deficient they were in that department, and in the question 
of Colonial and American law.. Therefore, as there would shortly be 
more room on the shelves, he thought the time had come -when they 
ought to consider the desirability of improving the library-in these 
special points. There were other ways in which it might be improved, 
no doubt. An active library committee who met once a month would 
soon effect achange. He thought very little required to be said on a sub- 
ject of this nature. The number of which the committee was to consist 
was not a very serious matter. That could be arranged as soon as it 
was: decided whether outsiders were to be appointed on it. There must 
be members of the society outside the Council interested in literary 
matters and so forth who would be able to help the Counci) in the 
matter, without infringing upon the prerogatives of that body. 

Mr. Forp seconded the motion. He said it was an excellent motion, 
and raised very important questions. The Council, in the multitude 
of their duties, might not be able to give that attention they would 
like to devote to the library. He could not see any objection to three 
or four outer members sitting on the committee with a view to seeing 
what. could be done in the direction suggested by Mr. Phillimore. The 
late Mr. Parker had taken a great interest in the matter, and if he had 
only been spared things would have been improved. He would suggest that 
it might be better if they said that the joint committee should consider 
and report to the Council, and then it would be competent for the Council 
to consider whether there was: much or little in the report of the 
combined committee. It would be better than that the committee should , 
pass a resolution and then bring it before a meeting of the society. 

The Presment said Mr. Phillimore had referred very reasonably to 
the packing of books behind one another. That was due to an over- 
crowded library. But it must be borne in mind that there was a great 
common room in the new addition to the society’s building which the 


architect thought would be completed by the end of — Febru- 
ary. He ‘(the President) doubted whether it could be ready 
Bo-. soon, But, at any rate, it would -very soon be ready, 
and 10,000 books were then to be transferred to the shelves 


there, and that would relieve the library of that particular pressure. 
With regard to the circulating library suggested in the motion, the 
Council felt’ that they could hardly, for a subscription of one guinea 
a year, afford to circulate books in the country; and it must be remem- 
bered that the provincial law societies had all their libraries. He had 
never heard of any demand for a circulating library, and he did not think 
it could be extensive. With regard to the deficiency of the library in 
works relating to Scottish and Colonial and American law, the Council 
were fully aware of the fact, and would take the matter into considera- 
tion. With regard to the Library Committee, it must not be assumed 
that the Council had shewn any neglect in the matter. They were in the 
habit of consulting with a very eminent librarian about books, and they 
obtained very good advice from him. They also hoped to get an ex- 
Nee ge a librarian to fill the post vacated by the late librarian 
shortly. He thought that if the members would have a little patience 
with the Council they would find all these difficulties removed. Of 
course the Council were under great difficulties whilst the erection of the 
new building was in progress, but it was approaching completion, and he 


Mr. PHILLimorE said, with regard to the circulating library, that he 
had received a letter that morning from a firm of country solicitors 4, 
the effect that the library, as at present constituted, was-of very little typ 
to them, but it might be made of the greatest service if it Wer 
converted into a library where books ie be obtained through thy 
post. With regard to the president’s objection that the society ae nof 
afford to do this for a guinea subscription, there was a great deal to be 
said, but he gathered from his correspondent’s letter that  probabj 
the country members would not object to pay a little extra for the 
privilege asked for. 

The Prestpent remarked that Mr. Phillimore was more sanguine 
than he was in that respect. 

Mr, A, T. Srivexine (London), as an absolutely independent member 
and having an extraordinary interest in books, said he quite disagreed 
about the possibility of having a circulating library, and he had thought 
about the question very earnestly. 

The motion was negatived. 


PROCEEDINGS AGAINST SoLicrrors. 


Mr. Forp asked, in accordance with notice: ‘‘When the: Council will 
report, as required by the following resolution, unanimously adopted 
at a general meeting of the society, held on April 25th, 1902 :—‘ That it 
be referred to the Council to consider and report to the next annual 
meeting as to simplifying, by legislative action, the procedure for mr. 
moving the names of solicitors from the roll.’’’ 

The PRESIDENT said the object of what Mr. Ford referred to was that 
there should be greater power given to the Discipline Committee than at 
present existed to exclude solicitors who had misconducted themselves 
trom the roll. They all heartily sympathised with that. But what had 
been said by Sir Albert Rollit in 1903 he was afraid held good still. 
Sir Albert Rollit had said, by way of report on this question, that the 
reform of the procedure of the Discipline Committee had been fully 
considered, and was sympathetically viewed by the Council. The reason 
why nothing had been done was that any reform would involve legislation 
to amend the Solicitors Act, 1888, and that the time was not opportune 
for this purpose, owing to the circumstances he had stated. The 
meeting knew. what those circumstances were. The Council had not 
overlooked the subject, and would not forget it. Whenever they saw 
any opportunity of bringing forward the question they might depend 
upon their doing so 

A vote of thanks to the President, on the motion of Mr. Forp, ter- 
minated the proceedings. 


Worcester and Worcestershire Incorporated Law 
Society. 
The annual general meeting of this society was held at the Law Library, 


Pierpont-street, Worcester, on Wednesday, the 27th of January. ‘The 
members present were Messrs. G. F. S. Brown (president), W. P. Hughes, 


Quarrell, J. L. Wood, G. H. T. Foster, T. H. Gallaher, A. P. Parker, 
N. G. Hyde, F. G. Hyde, T. H. Coombs, S. B. Garrard (hon. treasurer), 
and W. B. Hulme (hon. secretary). The annual report of the committee 
and the hon. treasurer’s accounts for the past year were received and 
adopted, and the following officers of the society were elected for the 
ensuing year: President, Mr. G. F. 8S. Brown; vice-president, Mr. W. T. 
Curtler; hon. treasurer, Mr. S B. Garrard; hon. secretary, Mr. W.B, 
Hulme. Messrs. T. Southall, F, R. Jeffery, W. W. A. Tree, R. A. Essex, 
and A. E. Lord were elected members of the committee in addition to 
the officers of the society ; and Messrs. J. H. Yonge and J. L. Wood were 
appointed auditors. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee :— 


Members.—The number of members has increased from 51 to 55, whilst 
the number of associates remains the same as last year. 

Service of Summonses by Fost.—At the instance of the Liverpool and 
Manchester Law Societies, supported by the other provincial societies 
fincluding Worcester), representations have been made to the Rules 
Committee which have led toan amendment of ord. 67, r. 2, of the High 
Court; under which summonses and notices (where personal service is not 
required) can.now be served by registered post. This alteration, by its 
convenience, will commend itself to the profession. 

Prevention of Corruption Bill.—In March last a Bill under this title was 
introduced into the House of Lords. Reports thereon were received from 
the Liverpool Law Society, and also from the secretary of the Law Society, 
drawing attention to certain amendments added to the Bill: (1) making 
evidence as to custom of trade or calling inadmissible in a prosecution 
under the Act, and (2) throwing upon the accused the onus of proving 
his innocence. Your committee concurred in the proposed alterations 
suggested by the reports referred to doing away with the amendments 
mentioned, and improving the Bill in other particulars, and more 
particularly in providing for the omission from scope of the Bill of 
(a) commissions on insurance premiuns paid by insurance companies, &c., 
to persons obtaining or collecting the premiuns where such persons should 
not receive any other separate remuneration in respect thereof, whether 
such persons should be in a confidential relation to the payers of the 
premiums or not; and (4) allowances or divisions of costs, made by 
solicitors acting as agents for other solicitors, to or with their principals. 
Letters were at the instance of your committee written to the various 
Members of Parliament for the city and county, requesting them to 
support the proposed alterations of the London and Liverpool law societies. 





thought the. members would find things very convenient with regard 
-ta books hereafter. 





When the Bill passed into the House of Commons and came before the 
Standing Committee on Law, the objectionable clauses introduced in the 
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‘House of Lords were withdrawn, but the question as to commission on 
insurances still remained unsettled. Representations were made to the 
Attorney-General in reference thereto, but without effect. The Bill, 
however, although put down for reading on several accasions, was 
eventually withdrawn. . ‘ ‘ 

Law Students’ Society—The Law Students’ Society, which, as mentioned 
in the last report, was revived last year, has now nineteen members, of 
‘whom six are solicitors. Your committee has offered two prizes for com- 

tition by the members of such society, one for-thosé who have been 
under articles for more than two years, and one for those of less than two 
years’ service. The examinations will be held in April next. It is under- 
stood that the.society is in a healthy state, and has received lectures and 
addresses from various members of the society and from two members of 
the bar. 

Os vobate Ingrossments.—A circular has been issued by certain district 
registrars purporting to contain regulations on the subject of probate 
ingrossments, and concluding with a statement to the effect that the 
regulations have the approval of the Law Society. Such statement is 
imaccurate, and the Council of the Law Society desire it to be known that 
they are informed that the circulars in question were not issued with the 
authority of the senior registrar. There has been no alteration of the 
arrangement made with the President of the Probate Division on the 17th 
of January, 1901, as to parchment ingrossments—viz., that parchment may 
be used for probate ingrossments in cases in which, on any reasonable 

unds connected with the nature of the property or the duration of the 
trusts, or for any other special reason it is intimated by the solicitor 
extracting the grant that a parchment ingrossment is desired, and that 
in such cages a parchment probate piece will be used, 


United Law Society. 


Feb. 1.—The minutes of the previous meeting having been read and 
confirmed, Mr. A. C. Nesbitt moved ‘‘ That this House disapproves of the 
decision of the House of Lords in Bradley v. Carritt (72 L. J. K. B. 471).”’ 
Mr. H. Dale Double opposed. The speakers were Messrs. T. Ottaway, 
Neville Tebbutt, F. O. Clutton, J. F. W. Galbraith, R. C. Nesbitt, and 
W. 8. Clayton Greene. Mr. A. C. Nesbitt replied. The motion was lost 
by four votes to three. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Society. 


INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Intermediate Examination held on the 13th of January, 
1904 :— 

First Crass. Blake, Frederick William 
Ashbridge, Lawrence Bliss, Wilfrid 
Bingham, Norman Frederick Becher Brown, Frederick William Grey 
Bowring, Charles Stuart, B.A. Burrell, Arthur Joseph Topham 

(Camb.) Burt, Howard Frank 
Brewer, Clarence John Archibald Buttle, John Frederick 

Hearsey Carter, Hubert 
Ohesterman, Philip George Carver, Walter Lionel 
Churcher, Archibaid Edward Chapple, Aubrey Torrington 
Curtis, Henry George Clarke, Henry Harold 
Daniel, John Arthur Clarke, John Turner Parker 
Dunks, Harry Clifford, Ernest Alfred 
Forshaw, William Barlow Colbeck, George Henry 
Gorton, Henry Conrad Comery, Walter Ernest 
Hadfield, William Helm Cornish, Harry Francis 
Hay, James Frederick Davenport, Charles 
King, Reginald Henry Croughton 
Lauder, Albert Edward Davie, Francis Ludford Dudley 
Linley, Herbert Day, Benjamin John 
Millichip, Arthur Albert Digby-Green, Arthur 
Myers, Jesse Andrews Edwards, Arthur Llewellyn Aneurin 
Room, Lionel Charles Turner Eldridge, James Matthews, B.A. 
Smith, James (Oxon.) 

Stacey, Herbert Leonard Eliott, Ralph, B.A. (Camb.) 
Statham, Leonard Evans, Stephen Morris 

Taylor, Robert Emery, B.A. (Camb.) Fletcher, William Hall 

Thorne, George Fraser, Francis William 

Wedd, Richard, B.A. (Oxon.) George, Thomas Henry Marshall 


Joseph 


Williams, Geoffrey Bridgewater, Gilling, Norman Victor 
B.A. (Oxon.) Ginn, Dennis Barton, B.A. (Camb.) 
Winterbotham, Thomas Lindsey, Hardman, Harold Payne 
B.A, (Camb.) Henderson, Wilmot Donkin 
Wood, Alfred Hessenauer, Aubert John 
Young, John Arthur Hett, Edmund John Roslin 
PasseD. Hodgson, William Wetherell 


Adams, Alfred Francis Houghton, Noel 
Amphlett, Richard Ferrand, B.A. Howarth, Alfred 


(Oxon.) Hunnybun, ¢ harles Malcolm 
Appleton, Alfred James, B.A. Illineworth, James 
(Camb.) Jackson, Cyril 


Jeakes, John William, B.A. (Camb.) 

Jordan, Fred Alma 

Kennedy, Charles Courtenay, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 


Archer, Clifford Walter 
Ashford, Harold Brooke 
Barrack, Arthur Matthew 
Beardsley; Arthur Lionel 


Lamonby, Lawrence- 
Langham, Cyril Leigh Macrae 
Leonard, Fred ‘ 
Leverson, Elmed James Barned 
Lewis, Regiuald Strother 
Livesey, Richard Edmondson 
Llewellyn, Wilfrid Lawrence 
Ludbrook, Percy 

Lyne, Robert Francis 

Martin, John Kingsley Lunn 
Mayhew, Robert Harold 
Morris, Howard 

Morris, Raymond Eardley 
Nicholson, Stanley 

Nockolds, Bryan Douglas 
Pearson, William Garencieres 
Peters, John Capel 

Philpot, William, B.A. (Camb.) 
Pollock, Rowland Taylor 
Povey-Harper, Kenneth 
Poynder, Sydney Alfred 
Proctor, Robert Fitz-Hugh, B.A. 


(Camb.) 
Proudfoot, Reginald 
Pryce, Alfred Owen Challenor 
Pullman, Arthur Henry, B.A. 
(Camb.) 
Ramuz, Reginald Rupert 
Redhead, Edmund Murray 


Richards, Thomas 
Rivington, Albert Gibson 


t, William: Fitz- 


Seymour, Darracott 

Sharman, Francis Maurice Malin 

Shorrocks, Henry 

Smith, Philip Randoll Elvin 

Sowter, George Henry Joseph 

Stobo, William Steel 

Stringer, Stanley Rudwick 

Tatham, Francis John 

Thompson, Spencer Anson 

Topham, Ernest Kruger 

Venning, John, B.A. (Oxon.) 

a, Thomas 

Walker, Rainforth Armitage 

Walley, Stephen Minshull 

Walsh, John Lister 

Walster, Samuel Percy 

Ward, John Percival 

Ward-Jones, William Arthur, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Watson, James, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Wawn, Charles Newby 

White, Harold Forbes 

Whitehouse, Frederick William 

Willett, George Francis 

Willams, Harry Hayton 

Williams, Richard Edmund 

Wilson, David Arthur Caulder 

Yates, John 





Fina EXxaMInaTIon, 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Final Examination held on the 11th and 12th of January, 


1904 :— 


Adam, Harold Edward 

Archer, Joseph Ernest 

Badcock, Stanley Edgar 

Barclay, Henry Gladstone 

Barnes, Richard Stewart 

Barugh, Harry Parrington 

Bennett. Harold George 

Bennett, Richard Hubert Theophilus 

Bentham, John Apthorpe 

Brighouse, George Augustine 

Bright, Horace Dickinson 

Brighten, Edgar William 

Broome, Thornhill Francis 

Brownsword, Percy, LL.B. (Vict.) 

Bryden, Archibald Leslie 

Burpitt, Samuel Melville Thomas 

Butcher, Osborne Arthur 

Ci mter, William Henry, B.A., 
LL.B. (Lond.) 

Challenor, Bromley 

Churchill, Charles Edward 

Coldham, Philip John Hamilton 

Colman, Arthur Thomas 

Cooper, Edward 

Corser, John Sidney, LL.B. (Camb.) 

Crofts, Cyril Mitford Humble 

Crust, Cecil 

Curran, Ernest Charles 

Dahne, David Lionel Carl 

Dakeyne, Norman Henry 

Davidson, Edgar, B.A. (Camb.) 

Davies, Owen Henry 

de Gernon, Eugene Louis Aiden 

Drower, Edwin Mortimer 

Eddy, Alexander 

Edwards, Harold Molyneux 

Edwards, Reginald 

Eldridge, Robey James 

Ellis, Arthur Thomas 

Everett, Bernard Richard 

Fleming, Norman Ligitwood 

Frankham, Percy Lione) 

Garrood, Henry 


Gibbs, William Winton, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Godfrey, Wilfrid Henry 

Goode, Arthur Edward, LL.B. 
(Lond.) 


Graves, Reginald Coupland 

Green, Harold Francis, B.A. (Oxon.) 
Green, Stuart Answorth 

Greendale, Samuel Edwin 
Greenwood, Frank Arnold 
Griffiths, John Henry 

Harker, John 





Henderson, Arthur Lionel 





Hick, Mark Day 

Hill, William Canning 

Hoare, Jesse 

Hodgson, Walter Charles Ernest 

Hollinrake, Wilfrid 

Hope, Herbert Ashworth 

Houghton, John Harold, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Hughes, Clement 

Hulbert, Arthur 

Huxley, Henry Scott 

Jenkins, ur Lionel, 
LL.B. (Camb.) 

Jillings, Reginald 

Johnson, Samuel Clement, B.A. 


(Camb.) 
Joyce, Ralph, B.A. (Oxon.) 
Kerslake, est James 
King, Leonard Reginald, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 
Kirkwood, John Tyzack 
Kynaston, Cecil John Fairfax 
Lake, Robert 
Lander, ap ary 
Lee, Nigel esan 
i » Douglas Robert 


B.A., 


mry 
Lory, Thornton Wrottesley Pen- 


darves 

McKnight, Patrick James 

MeNaughton, Charles 

Manby, Charles William Lane, B.A, 
(Oxon.) 

Marriott, Francis Windsor Parker, 
B.A., LL.B. (Camb.) 

Marshall, a Henry 

“Martin, Fran 

Mather, Philip Bertram 

Mills, Norman Petrie 

Mitchell, James Wilson 


“Moore, Edward Duke 


Moore, John Ernest Davison 
Myers, Jacob Michael 

Nunn, Arthur Joshua 

Oliver, James Ross, B.A. (Camb.) 
Orchard, James Frederick 

Orr, Frank William, B.A. (Oxon.) 
Oxley, Willis Lee 

Parton, Ernest George 

Pethick, Thomas 


Prichard, Thomas Preece 
Richardson, Stuart Llewellyn 


Ricketts, Leonard 
Rivaz, Ernest Percy 
Root, George Ernest 
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Ruddock, Arthur Whitfield 
Scott, John Wallington 
Sloman, Edgar 
Smith, Charles Fdward 
&mith, John Davidscn Eaton 
Smith, Thomas Treherne, Frank William 
Smythe, Godfrey Lyster Trethowan, Frank Henry 
Somerville, ‘Thomas, B.A., LL.B. Vaughan, Hubert Harris de-Courcy 

(Camb.) Vinall, Philip Henry 
Spear, Henry Lawrence Walker, Robert 
Spafford, Frederic Christian Ward, Richard 
Spiller, Herbert George Ward, William Beaumont 
Stolterfoth, George Herbert, B.A. Warren, Arthur Owen 

(Camb.) Wheatly, Edward Richard 
Swainson, John Gallienne White, Montague Middlecott, B.A. 
Sydney, Henry Charles (Camb.) 

‘abor, William Robert Whitworth, Alfred 
Taylor, Arthur Wilson, Alan Campbell 

Winter, Harold Duncan 


Thompson, Gordon Harold, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Timperlake, James Percy 

Toller, George Archibald 

Tomson, James Wyndham 





Mr. C. M. Barker’s Lectures. 


Mr. C. M. Barker’s third lecture on Mortgages will be delivered at 
5 o’clock on Wednesday next, the 10th instant, instead of at 6 o’clock. 


Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Stupents’ Desatine Socrery.—Feb. 2.—Chairman, Mr. Eustace 
B. Ames.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That this House disapproves of 
the British Military Expedition into Thibet.”” Mr. R. P. C. Johnson 
opened in the affirmative ; Mr. Alfred Dods opened in the negative. The 
following members also spoke: Messrs. W. M. Pleadwell, J. E. C. Adams, 
W. E. Singleton, J. F. Eales, P. B. Henderron, G. W. Powers, J. F. 
Roper, F. J. A. Leggett, and P. A. Clapham. The motion was lost by six 
votes, 








The Attorney-General on Inter- 


national Arbitration. 


Tue Rectorial Address of Sir Robert Finlay, K.C., M.P., Attorney-General, 
to which we referred last week, has been published in Edinburgh. After 
referring to the Amphictyonic Council of Ancient Greece, he says: Theieis, 
indeed, one institution dating from the earliest times of Roman history, the 
importance of which, as bearing on International Arbitration and Inter- 
national Law, has been exaggerated as much as that of the Am- 
phictyonic Council. Some modern authcrs have found in the Fetiales a 
permanent tribunal of arbitration between Rome and other nations, to 
whose decision based on the principles of International Law was referred 
the question of the justice or the injustice of every war before it was under- 
taken. Bosrsuet speaks of them as a holy institution which puts to sLame 
those Christians into whom even their religion bas not been able to inspire 
charity and peace. A distinguished modern author on International Law 
(Calvo) says: “‘ Among the Romans no war was declared without the inter- 
vention of the Fetiales, whose principal mission, according to Plutarch, was 
not to permit hostilities before every hope of obtaining arbitration was 
extinguished.’”? Jt has, however, been shrewdly remarked that there is 
not a single instance in Roman history in which the Fetiales pronounced 
upjust any war on which their country was bent. Their real function was 
that of fulfilling those curious formalities in the declaration of war and in the 
conclusion of peace, which to the Roman mind were so essential. It is on 
points of form only that we fixrd them consulted, and the Jus Fetiale, 
which some have supposed to be synonymous with International Law, was 
in fact concerned only with its procedure. Whatever the origin of the 
institution, its function was but to lend the sanction of form to that 
upon which the Senate and the people of Rome had determined. 
e greatness of Rome and the permanence of her empire formed the 
inspiration of the greatest of Roman poets. In his majestic lines we still 
can realise that passion of empire which ennobled the Roman race. 
“Now, thy Forum roars no longer, 
fallen every purple Ceesar's dome- 
Tho’ thine ocean-roll of rhythm 
sound for ever of Imperial Rome.” 
Even after ‘‘ the fierce giants of the North ’”’ had broken in, men could not 
believe that the Empire of Rome had indeed come to an end. They had 
believed it eternal— Imperium sine fine dedi—and its traditions were trans- 
ferred to Emperors elected beyond the Alps. That the Emperor was 
indeed the heir of all the prerogatives of Imperial Rome was throughout 
the Middle ages assumed as too clear for argument. In that most curious 
of treatises, De Monarchid. Dante devotes himself to proving that there 
must be one Sovereign or Emperor supreme above all others—that God 
had given the sovereignty of the world to the people of Rome, and that the 
Emperor as wielding that authority was independent of the Pope. ‘ 
The Fmperor was no mere arbitrator whose jurisdiction reposed upon 
consent His claim was that he stood above all other kings of Europe, 
and was enti'led to regulate and coerce them. ‘‘ Placed in the midst of 
Europe,” says Mr. Bryce, “‘ the Emperor was to bind its tribes into one 
body, reminding them of their common faith, their common blood, their 
common interest in each other’s welfare. And he was therefore above all 


eT 
of Peace, bound to listen to complaints, and to redress the injuries ip 

by sovereigns and peoples upon each other, to punish offenders agai 
the public order of Christendom ; to maintain through the world, | 
down as from a serene height upon the schemes and quarrels of m 
potentates, that supreme good wi'hout which neither arts nor letters ner 
the gentler virtues of life can rise and flourish.” It was a noble dream, 

it never was translated into fact. A vague predominance among 
princes of Europe was indeed accorded to the Fmperor, but his claims 
rine merely the after-glow of that sun of Roman Empire which had get 
or ever— 





y urnful light 
That broods above the fallen sun, 
And dwells in heaven half the night.” 

The influence of the Holy Roman Empire dwindled, until in the eighteen) 
century Voltaire but expressed tke sentiment of Europe, when he said that 
it was neither Holy, nor Roman, nor an Empire. Much more real than 
tne majestic, but shadowy, pretensions of the empire was the influerg 
exerted in medieval Europe by the Papacy. The Pope claimed to be the 
supreme judge among kings, not by consent, but as of right. Theg 
claims play a great part in the history of the Middle Ages. They wep 
sometimes acquiesced in, sometimes resisted. They were never resisted 
with more spirit than by the Parliament of Scotland, held at Aberbrothock 
in the year 1320, after the Pope had issued a Bull in support of the 
pretensions of Edward II. to the sovereignty of Scotland, The reply of 
the Scottish Parliament was couched in a strain of unusual vigour, They 
informed the Pope that if he encouraged the English in their aggression he 
would be held responsible to God for the loss of life which would ensue, for 
said thismemorable document, ‘‘ as long as a hundred Scotsmen are left alive, 
we will never be subject to the dominion of England.’ Instances are not 
wanting in which the Pope was, by consent of the parties, selected as 
arbitrator to decide international disputes, but he assumed a jurisdiction 
far transcen:ling that of a mere arbitrator. The most celebrated instance 
of this is to be found in the Bull by which Alexander VI. in 1493 drew an 
imaginary line from one pole to the other, and by it divided between Spain 
and Portugul the territory discovered in the New World. Towards the 
close of the eighteenth century, this Bull was urged by Spain in support 
of her pretensions to the north-west coast of America, including the 
territory which formed the other day the cubject of the Alaska Arbitration 
—pretensions which culminated in the seizure in 1789 of British vessels at 
Nootka Sound, and brought the two countries to the verge of war. At the 
end of the nineteenth century, in the Arbitration as to the frontiers of 
Venezuala and British Guiana, one of the arguments in favour of 
Venezuala was based on this Bull, asa judicial decision by the supreme 
Judge of Christendom. ‘During the Middle Ages,’’ it was said in the 
Venezuelan Counter case, ‘‘and until after the discovery of America, the 
Pope was the recognized arbiter of the civilized world. His word was in 
those days supreme.” But, on the other hand, only thirty years after it 
was issued this Bull was treated with scant respect by the King of France, 
Francis I. ‘‘What!’’ he said, ‘‘the King of Spain and the King of 
Portugal quietly divide between them all America, without allowing 
me as their brother to take a share. I should much like to see the 
article in Adam's will which gives them this vast inheritance.” . . . 
The Abbé de &t. Pierre, early in the eighteenth century, proposed a schem 
which involved the establishment of an army of the Federation of Europe, 
which would make war on any sovereign disobeying a judgment of the 
International Court. On the eve of the commencement of the war 
of the French Revolution, Bentham prepared a plan for a universal and 
permanent peace, with a common tribunal, a reduction of standing armies, 
and the emancipation of all colonies. When the revolutionary wars were 
at the hottest, the philospher Kant put forward a project for a permanent 
Congress of States, republican constitutions in all countries, and the 
abolition not only of national armies, but also of national debts. Many 
other schemes for national organisation have foJlowed. In some of them, 
every deteil has been settled even to the salaries of the officials. When 
we read such projects we are irresistibly reminded of the saying which has 
been put into the mouth of the Regent Moray, with reference to the 
great plan of our Scottish Reformer for the application of the property of the 
Church—‘‘ John is a man of God, and his scheme is a devout imagina- 
tion.’’ No such scheme ever has taken, and no such scheme ever will 
take, its place in the world of realities. Europe has fallen back upon 4 
plan less ambitious but more practicable, arbitration resting on the consent 
of the parties to the dispute, and we may hope that its adoption, though 
it never can abolish war, will at least greatly diminish its frequency. 








The London Gazette announces that the King has been pleased, by Letters 
Patent under the Great Seal, to grant to the Right Honourable Hedges 
Eyre Chatterton, late Vice-Chancellor of Ireland, an annuity of 
£2,666 13s. 4d. 


The nearest historical parallel to the tragic termination of the Whitaker 
Wright case is, says the Dai'y Telegraph, to be found in the pages of the 
Avnual Register for 1795. The Rev. William Jackson, who was tried 
before the Court of King’s Bench in Dublin, on the 23rd of April of that 
year for the crime of high treason, died in the dock from the effects of 
poison before sentence was pronounced upon him. Though the coroner's 
jury found that there was no evidence as to how or by whom the poison 
was administered, there is but little doubt that the prisoner’s life was 
ended by his own act. He had been remanded for a week after the 
jury had found him guilty in order that Curran, his counse), might move in 
arrest of judgment, and he had breakfasted with his wife on the morn 

of his death. His suicide was perhaps prompted by consideration for his 
family, for, had the sentence of the law been carried out, his property, 





things, professing indeed to be upon earth the representative of the Prince 





which was considerable, would have been forfeited to the Crown, 
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Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Hersert Francis Manisry, K.O., and Mr. Epwarp Ciarroy have 
been elected Benchers of the Honourable Society of Gray’s-inn. 

Mr. Tuomas Terrett, K.C., has been'elected Treasurer of the Honourable 
Society of Gray’s-inn for the ensuing year, in succession to Mr. Edward 
Dicey, C.B., whose term of office will expire on the 11th of April, 1904. 

Mr. Henry James Consert, of the firm of Messrs. Aylward & Cobbett, 
solicitors, of 16, Clifford’s-ian, Chancery-lane, London, has been appointed 
a Commissioner to Administer Oaths. 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Josepn Atoystus Lacy, Greratp James, Gzorce Botretey, Moreton 
Latxe Knicut, and Francis Mextow, solicitors (Lacy, Botteley, Kuight, & 
Minton), 17, Philpot-lane, London, aud Temple-courts, . Birmingham. 


. 31, Asr s the said Gerald James George Botteley. 
a8 - ” [ Gazette, Feb. 2. 





General. 


It is announced that Mr. Justice Kennedy will take charge of the list of 
commercial actions and summonses on and after Monday next until the 
end of the month, when Mr. Justice Bigham will succeed him on his return 
from the Northern Circuit. 

The Times announces that Mr. Richard du Cane, late of Gray’s-inn, and 
formerly of 25, Park-crescent, W., and Exeter-house, Roehampton, the 
eldest son of the late Major Richard du Cane, 20th Light Dragoons, died at 
Ballards, Goudhurst, Kent, on the 29th of January, of pneumonia, after 
a 3) illness, in his eighty-fourth year. [Mr. Du Cane was admitted in 
1843. 

It is stated that a report of certain proceedings in the Lambeth County 
Court in connection with Judge Emden was on Monday last brought to 
the notice of a fully-attended meeting of the General Council of the Bar, 
when the following resolution was adopted: That this council desires to 
disclaim any association with the statement attributed to Mr. Adam Walker 
in the daily Press of the 27th of January last. 


“I don’t want your knowledge of the law,’’ remarked the presiding 
justice in the Kirkcaldy Sheriff's Court on Wednesday, says the Daily 
Mail, to Kilpatrick Auchterlonie, charged with poaching. But the accused, 
flourishing a dilapidated-looking Bible, quoted from the story of Noah’s 
Ark to shew that poaching was legal. ‘I'he game laws only favoured the 
rich, he said, whereas he demanded his share of the birds and rabbits. 
According to the Bible, everybody was entitled to poach. The sheriff 
dissented, and imposed a fine. 


From Mr. Justice Walton, says the Globe, has come the latest protest 
against the waste of judicial time on circuit. During the twenty days he 
spent on the South Wales circuit he was required to try only five civil and 
five criminal cases. At Presteign there was nothing at all for the learned 
judge to do, but he was compelled by the traditions of the circuit system 
to journey there to doit. It might be well enough for judges to travel to 
small country towns to congratulate the inhabitants upon their freedom 
from crime and litigation if only they could congratulate the London 
litigant upon the absence of arrears in the King’s Bench courts. 


Col. H. H. Hawkins, of Duluth, Minn., was, says the Central Law 
Journal, a frontier lawyer in the early — and he has a gruesome relic upon 
his desk in his city office, which is a dry skull, with a bullet hole in the 
centre of the frontal bone as evidence of the marksmanship of some of the 
early settlers. Recently, a young lawyer, who had just moved to Duluth 
to make his fortune, called upon the colonel with some legal documents 
for service, but upon entering the office he noticed the skull upon the 
desk, and after introducing himself, he ventured to inquire about the relic. 
Replying, the colonel intimated in his dry humorous manner, that it was 


' the skull-of a lawyer who had many years ago demurred to a pleading 


which he had made. The young lawyer withdrew, saying he had a 
demurrer, but had concluded not to-serve it and a few days later mailed 
the colonel a dismissal. 


In charging the grand jury at the Manchester Assizes, says the Jimes, 
Mr. Justice Bigham referred to the Prisoners’ Defence Act. He pointed 
out that by degrees our legislation was taking away from the unfortunate 
prisoner every chance of escape. There was a time when the prisoner was 
not allowed to have the aid of counsel or to call witnesses, and the Crown 

to make out a case against him so thoroughly and well that there 
could be no possibility of an answer toit. He did not desire a return to 
those days ; but he could not help thinking that the prisoner then had a 
great chance of getting off, as he did not suppose juries were at all 
inclined to convict a man when he could not be heard by his counsel or 
Witnesses. By degrees those chances had been taken away from the man 
charged. He was allowed to have a counsel, he was allowed to call 
witnesses, but until recent times he always had an excellent opportunity 
of making out acase. His mouth was closed, and often had he (the judge) 
heard an appeal, and a successful appeal, to a jury not to convict the 
unfortunate man in the dock because his mouth was closei. Legislation 
took that advantage from the prisoner, and now he was entitled to go into 





the witness-box, much to his disgust in many cases, and tell the truth or 
tell what he called the truth. Therefore, the defence that the prisoner's 
mouth was closed was gone for ever. Finally, th»re hai been one chanée 
still left toa prisoner. He was entitled to say, ‘‘I am a poor man and I 
cannot get that assistance which a rich man can Therefore my case is 
not put before the jury asit ought tobe.”’ Le; tion, and, iu his opinion, 
very hasty legislation, had stripped the unfortunate man of that, and 
now we were told that the State had to bear the cost of defending 
prisoners in certain cases. He could not a aes that the Act was 
passed in a h and without reference to t officials at the 
Home Office. We should have had a better drafted Act if it had been. He 
would point out that apparently the Act had 7 to be put into operation 
when the nature of the defence made it desirable. It seemed to him that 
the Act was intended to be brought into operation only where there was 
a case of complexity, as, for instance, if they could imagine it, in the case 
of a fraudulent bankrupt whose accounts to be examined and the 
circumstances were involved, As a rule a fraudulent bankrujt seemed 
always to have the means to provide himself with legal aid for his defence. 
Of course he would not then be a poor prisoner, but one could contem- 
plate the possibility of a fraudulent bankrupt’s b really a poor man, 
and theretore coming under the pr visions of the Act. There might be 
cases where a man seriously set up an alibi which appeared to have some 
substance in it. In such a case the prisoner might require assistance. 
But what he wished to suggest was that this Act was to be sparingly used 
and only in cases where the committing magistrates were satisfied that 
there was such difficulty and complexity about the case that without the 
use of the statute the prisoner would be unlikely to get justice. 

‘*A solicitor,’ writing to the Times with to the Death Duty 
ao Sep says ‘‘during last year Commissioners were appointed to 
make recommendations to facilitate the work of this department. These 
recommendations are now. in force, and I v-nture to think have not 
resulted in much success. The following are a few instances of my 
personal experience :— 





Length of Time. 





Transaction. 





— Under New System. 
1. Annual Succession Acsount in | One day. | Three weeks passed and not yet com- 
2. P te 3 fi f | One day. | Fourteen da passed and not yet 
‘aymen on form o 
Legacy Saas See form). 4 com} " 
3. seesament of Duty on Correc- | About | Four weeks passed and no communi- 
tive Probate Affidavit. three days.| cation yet received. 
4 “assessment interest on | One day. | Six weeks passed and interest not yet 





correctly aysessed. 








Court Papers. 
Supreme Court of. Judicature. 


Rota or Recistrars in ATTENDANCE ON 








Date Emercency <Appszat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. Rora. No. 2. KeExkewics. Bren. 
Monday, Feb 8 Mr. Jackson Mr. Theed Mr. Church Mr. R. Leach 
Tuesday... .. Pemberton Greswell Godfrey 
Wednesday Godfrey Church R. Leach 
Th YY ove -covee - R. Leach w. Greswell Godfrey 
RII: ‘soccns cixwddedasaen i Theed Church R. Leach 
Sati FP cesnevacpinnan 18 Beal W. Leach Greswell Godfrey 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
- FaRwsLL. Buck.ey. Joyce. Swinres Eapy. 
Monday, Feb. ........... 8 Mr. Pemberton Mr. Beal Mr. King Mr. .W. Leach 
Tuesday ....... ae Jackson i Farmer Theed 
Thovds . “it Jodie Carrington re King 
a. ll ‘armer 
Friday ........ 12 Pemberton Beal i Greswell 
Sa rs 13 Jackson Carrington Farmer Church 








The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week 


Feb. 10.—Messrs. Tuurcoop & Marts, at the Mart, at 2:—Hackney : Freehold Ground- 
rents, secured on six D houses. —W. Park: Leasehold Ground-rents, 
secured on eight Dwelling-houses.- Fulham : L<asehold Ground -ren's, secured on two 
Blocks of Flats.—Victoria Park : old Ground-rents, secured ea the fully- 
licensed ¢ peer) premises, ‘* The Crown Hotel,”’ anny ye Messrs. a. 
ron, Ainslie, & Martineau, London.—Hanover-square : 18, Grorge-street, Freeho’ 
Premises, having an area of 1,536 teet and a frontage of about 50 feet. Lt om repair- 


ing lease at a ground-rent of £260 annum, with early reversion to the full rack- 
—— ue. Solicitors, Messrs. & Dowson, ion. (See advertisement, 

is +P. v. 
Feb. i —aieeee. Sriusox & Som, at the fiom, at 2 a Ly ew Pp. ant, =- 
isi and i wn as Nos. 364, - 
Sent Gaerets itch ; let at 200 par enanen. itors, Me-sre. Alfred White & Co., 
London.—One Moi of the fully-licensed corner house, the pard Arms, 
and Two Houses shops, Nos. 68, 68a, and 70, Park way, Crouch 

Solicitors, Mesers. 
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Feb. 11 —Mr. Tuomas Suarp, at the Mart, at 2:—Barking-road, East Ham: Forty-two 
Freehold Houses and Shops, with stabling, producing about £1,500 per annum. 
Solicitors, Messrs. Hilleary, London. (See advertisement, Jan. 30, p. v.) 

Feb. 12.—Messrs. Marten & Marten. at the Mart, at 2:—Curtain-road, £.C.: Freehold 
Ground-rents of £200 per annum, with benefit of reversion in 54 years, secured upon 
premises situate in Rivington--treet, E.C. Solicitors, Messrs. Broughton, Nocton, & 
Broughton, London. (See advertisement, Jan 30, p. v.) 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gaszette.—Fripay, Jan. 29. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep 1n CHANCERY. 


BDL Sywpicate, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 29, directed to be heard 
Feb 9. Osborn & Osborn, Coleman st, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Feb 8 

Cnartes M Bircu, Lruirep—Creditors are required, on or before March 7, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph Arthur 
Darwent, 10, Paradise sq, Sheffield 

Eastern Finance anp Misine Synpicate, Limirep (in Votustary Liquipation)— 
Creditors are required, on or before March 18, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank Colborne Ridley, 3, Princes st, Storey’s 
gate, Westminster 

Garretts, LimiteEp—Creditors are required, on or before March 7, to send their names 

addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Walter Hunter, Council 
chmbrs, Newport, Mon 


Hawaan Tramways Co, Limttep - Creditors are required, on or before April 18, to send 


in their names and , and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph 
Gurney Fowler, 3, Frederick’s pl, Old Jewry 
Hovsenouipers Coat Association. Limitep—Petn for winding up. presented Jan 26, 
di ed to be heard Feb 9. Sladen & Wing, Delahay st, Westminster, solors for petners. 
ana of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the sfternoon 
Feb8 


No. 2 Acocrincrox Apetrut Mutvat Ixvestuent Society, Limirep—Creditors are 
required, on or before March 4, to send their names and addresses, with particulars of 
their denrs or claims, to William Roscow Ormerod, 15, Dutton st, Accrington 

Usirep Services Proprietary “o: Leck, Limtrrep—Creditors are requited on or before 
March 10, to send their names and addresees. and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
—— John Tattersill, Bridgeland st, Bideford. Bazeley & Uo, Bideford, solors for 
liquidator 

Woop & Barter, Luontep—Creditors are required. on or before March 1, to send their 
pames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Ernest 
Bullock, Albion st, Hanley. Boulton, Burslem, solor for liquidator 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Feb. 2. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitep 1x CHANCERY. 


Emeratp Laxp anp Mines Trust Co, Limirep (tx Liquipation)— Creditors are required, 
on or befure March 3, to send their names and addzesses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to George William Drew, Leadenhall bldgs. Burnie, Fenchurch st, solor 
for liqwdator 

Issister & Co, Lumtep—Creditora are required, on or before March 19, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Thomas 
ee 15 and 16, Tavistock st, Covent gdn. Stevens & Co, Bedford row, solors for 

iquidat«r 

Joses & Wuittaker, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before March 12, to send 
their names and addresse~, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred Gladstone 
Deacon, 14, Brown st, Manchester, or to John Bennett, 73, Lancaster av, Fennel st, 
Manchester. Richards & Hurst, Ashton under Lyne, solors for liquidators 

Onmers Automatic Recorpers, Limitep— Creditors are required, on or before March 9, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ruffin 
North, 5, Wells st, Oxford st 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Jan. 29. 


Hittox, Tomas, Chelsea Feb 29 Hinson vy Bamber, Registrar, Manchester Parkinson, 
Blackpool 


Jones, Marcaret, Everton, Liverpool March 2 Jones vy Walker, Registrar, Liverpool 
orris, Liverpool 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Feb. 2. 


SHaneres, Jony Witi1AM, Redlam, Witton, Blackburn March1 Southworth v Sharples, 
, Preston Fairfield, Blackburn 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Jan. 22. 


Agcurr, Haswau, Stratton St Margarets, Wilts Jan 31 Withy, Swindon 

ARTHUR, —_ Lzonarp Rosert Suxkersett, CMG, Marlborough Club, Pall Mall Feb 24 
Fra: & Crookenden, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Becxwita, Harry Woopwarp, Quilmes, Argentine Republic, Cashier March 15 Burnie 
& Co Fenchurch st 

Bex, Feeperick Henry, Birmingham, Manchester Warchovseman March1 Redfern & 

, Birmingham 

Beery. Zernastan Avovstixe, Fentiman rd, South Lambeth Feb 27 Bircham & Co, 
Parliament st, Westminster 

Bowes, Wit.1aM, Surbiton Hill, Railway Inspector Feb 20 Fream & Light, Gillingham, 


Brorny, Marta. Birkdale, Lancs Feb9 Brighouse & Co, Southport 

Browse, Evwarp Urren, Besthorpe, Norfolk rch 31 Keith & Co, Norwich 
Cores, James, Gravesend Feh 22 Hatten. Gravesend 

Crace, Joux Cuantes Bexhill March1 + mith & Son, Verulam bldgs, Gray’s inn 


Hanptey, Epwin, Bournemouth, Metal Merchant March1 Redfern & Son, Birminghan 

Haxoovurt, Exten, Notting Hill, Kensington Feb 29 Nicol & Co, Lime st 

Hagrison, Catuerine, Bath March1 Brockbank &Co, Whitehaven 

Honan, Rospert Busxe, Liverpool Feb22 Banks & Co, Liverpeol 

Hoop, Isaset Hareiet Futter Acxanp, Ennismore gdns March 1 Radcliffe & \, 
ven st, Charing Cross 

Hopson, James Cuarer, Preston Park, Brighton Feb 26 Wood & Co, Southend on Sm 

Imace Meer Epuonp, Herringswell, Suffolk March1 Partridge & Wilson, Bury & 

wu 


Joxzs, Faeprricx Artaur Gerwyn, Pantglas, Carmarthen March1 Patersons ¢ Co, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

KeEtty, Wit114M, Liverpool, Advertising Agent Feb 18 McKenna, Liverpool 

KuinGent+Iin, SELLY, Maida Vale Feb 20 Coborn & Co, Leadenhall st 

Loker, Henry, Weybridge 26 Feb Wood & Co, Southend on Sea 

McCagtuy, Anne Hurtcaines, Princes sq, Bayswater 26 Feb Richards & Co, York pl, 


Portman sq 

Newton, Jonny, Carlton mans, Clapham rd, Costumier March 1 Carter & Swallow, Carey 
st, Lincoln’s inn 

Outver, Luoy Any, Westbourne, Bournemouth March1 Trevanion & Co, Bournemouth 

OstanD, JoserH, Swindon Feb22 Kinnier & Co, Swindon 

Owen, Joan GeorGE, Ramsgate Feb19 Jeffery, Worcester 

Paice, Henry CHartes, Woking, Maitster Feb 29 Fearon, Woking 

Powe, WALTER, Birmingham March1 Redfern & Son, Birmingham 

Paiperon, Cuarces, Oakington, Cambridge Feb 29 Ginn & Matthew, Cambridge 

Papers, Exiza Ayn, Oakington, Cambridge, Publican Feb 29 Ginn & Matthew, Cam. 

ridge 

Raven, Louisa Jayt, Worthing Feb 20 Raven. 8t Augustine’s mans, Westminster 

RevMAYNE, JouN, Brighton, Chester Feb 14 Read & Brown, Liverpool 

Reep, WiL.1aM, Barnsoury, Sheep Salesman Feb 23 Wells & Sons, Paternoster row 

Rica, Wi.L1am, Woodford, Essex March1 Sm.th & Son, Verulam bidgs, Gray's inn 

Ricuarpson, Joun Crow, Manordilo, Carmarthen March1 Norris & Co, Bedford row 

Boserts, JonN, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh Feb 23 Evans, Colwyn Bay 

Sreppon, Henry, Higher Adlington, Lanes, Grocer Feb 20 Muller, Adlington 

Suarp, James, Brook Green, Hammersmith Feb 29 Button & Co, Covent Garden 

SHARROCK, ALICE, Bolton, Packing Case Maker Feb27 Dixon & Linnell, Manchester 

Sauirn, Jonny James. J P, Watford, Herts, Wholesale Stationer March 1 Hepbum, 
Westbourne grove 

Spencer, Revsen Benvamin, Kendal, Water WorksInspector Feb8 Cartmel, Kendal 

ames a Aberystwyth, Cardigan, Cab Proprietor March 1 Davies, 
Aberystwyt 

Summers, Kicuarp, Scarborough, Furniture Dealer Feb 26 Watts & Co, Scarborough 

Ta sot, Ricuarp, Cheltenham Feb 24 Lea, Maachester 

Turner, Davip Lorp, New York March 2 Paines & Co, St Helen’s pl 

Wakrpa eg, Rev Jouy, ‘ambridge Feb 2v Platt, Robert st, Adelphi 

Warp-Jackson, WILLIAM CHARLES, Lyndhurst Feb 29 Fullagar & Co, Bolton 

Were, Toomas WatrTHAM, Exeter Feb 29 Sparkes & Co, Exeter 

Wuirp.e, Anna Estuer, Plymouth Feb 20 Bulteel & Rowe, Plymouth 

Wituams, Evten, Camden grove, Kensington March1 Smith & Son, Verulam bldgs, 
Gray’s inn 

Wit.iams, Toomas, Devonport, Pawnbroker March2 Gard, Devonport 

Woop, Witi1am, Brixton Feb 29 Saw & Sons, Queen Victoria st 

we, SamvuEL, Old Trafford, Manchester, MD, JP March 5 Holt & Co, Man- 

ester 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Jan. 26. 


Aamtig, Byer, Dunton Green, Kent March 10 A F & R W Tweedie, Lincoln’s inn 

fields 

Asuerook, Peter, Reddish, Lancs Feb 23 Woolfenden Denton, nr Manchester 

Askuam, Harriett, Hayfield, Lerby Feb 25 Jordan & Bowden, Man:vhester 

ATKINson, Louisa, Blackpool March1 Atkinson & Co, Man-hester 

“AKER, CLARA AUGUSTA, Scarborough March 17 Nicholson & Brown, York 

Battye, Rockey, Blackpvol, Cloth Miller March5 Chadwick & Sons, Lewsbury 

Bet, Matrrsew, Bourne pk,nr Canterbury Feb 26 Hulberts & Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Curerer, ANNIE, Learsden, Herts Marchs Reece & Harris, Birmingham 

Crawsuay, RicHARD Freperick, Abergavenny Feb 29 Taylor, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Davipson, BARNARD HENRY, Sandown, lof W March7 ‘Tyler, Clement’s inn, Strand 

Dickson. GzorGe MacpunaLp, Llandudno March 4 Thornley & Cameron, Liverpool 

buxe, Wi.u1am, Oxford March1 Galpin, Oxford 

Epwakrps, GrorGe Bowex, Herefo Feb 20 wajllis, Hereford 

Fairc.oucH, Rev Ricuarp Jonny, Backford, Chester, Clerk Feb 22 Laces & Co, 

Liverpool 

ro, —enee Sueruerp, Sidmouth, Deyon March 1 

en’s p! 

FREEMANTL«, WILLIAM, Golden Common, Twyford, Southampton, Stone Sawyer March! 

Warner & Kirby, Winchester 

Futuer, Rev Josrpn, MA, Wyke, Winchester March1 Warner & Kirby, Winchester 

Hearp, Susannau, Birmingham, Shopkeeper March1 Burn & Co, Birmingham 

Keuty, Joun Henry, Leeds, Travelling Jeweller Keb10 Jubb, Leeds 

Lano, Cuagtotre Exizaseta, Broadstairs Feb 28 Westcott, Strand 

Lawravyce, Ropert, Wolverhampton, Wine Merchant March1 Court, Wolverhampton 

MacGrecor, Wittism Grant, Coleman st, Australian Agent Feb 26 Millington & 

Drew, Gt Winchester st 

Maywnangp. Hexry Maartyn, Crawley, nr Winchester Feb 29 Vincent, Ryde 

Meakin, James Freperick, Birmingham Feb 25 Lane & Co, Minories, Birmingham 

Muxcarroyp, Joun, Liverpool March 1 Bremner & Co, Liverpovl 

Orme, Emity Dattron, Hampstead rd March5 Lewin & Co, Southampton st, Strand 

OssoryeE, Samven Georce, Upper Clapton March10 Sugden & Harford, Ironmonger In 

eet = A op Harrow rd, Paddington, Chemist March 3 Reece & 5 
irmingham 

Ricuarps, Exiza, Redhill, Surrey March 31 Ashley & Co, Frederick’s pl, Old Jewry 

Roscor, Henay, Knutsford, Chester, Solicitor March 24 Ashworth & Ylang Knutsford 

Rowe, Witt1am, Newton Abbot, Devon, Farmer March10 Baker & Co, Newton 

Abbot, Devon 

S.iscspy, Capt Tuomas, Portland pl Feb20 Hirst & Capes, Harrogate 

Srevenson, Joun, Whitby, Yorks Feb3 Gray, Whitby 

Tsompsoy, Feances Exvizapetu, Richmond, Surrey March1 Bell & Co, Gt Trinity In 

Travers, E.izaBetu, 8t Barthelemey, Nice, France March 25 Travers & Co, Throg- 

morton av 

Wess, Rosert Henry, Plaistow, Essex March 1 Sharman, Stratford 

We cn, Jayz, Brighton March5 Stuckey & Co, Brighton 

Leda, sae, Highbury cres, West Islington March 1 Brighten & Lemon, 
en hurch st 

Wi.xs, Hagnixtt, Berkeley Heath, nr Berkeley, Glos March 12 Scott & Son, Berkeley 

Wixuison, Mary Ann, Derby March 1 Cartmel, Kendal 


Flint & Gardner, 8 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Jan. 29. 

Barrtoy, James, Birkenhead, Pawnbroker Feb 29 Reinhardt, Birkenhead 

Berrnipcr, Witi14M, Streatley, Berks, Farmer March1 Hatt, —_~ : 
Bickye.tt, Tuomas CLARKE, Willeeden Green March 5 Sayer & Cadle, Clifford’s inn, 


Dituw Bovert, Allendale, Nor‘ humberland, Butcher March18 Baty & Fisher, Hexham Fleet st ai ae 
Evaxs, “zc111a, Bishops Hull, Somerset Feb 27 Fulford, North Tawton Bickye.., Henrietta Reynoips, Willesden Green March 5 Sayer & Cadle, Clifford’s 
Faneproruer. Sarat. Clapbam Common Feb 23 Farmer & Carpenter, Philpot In inn. Fi et st 


Fossery Wiittam Inciery, Workington, (Cumberland Feb 2? 


Laces & Co, Liverpool 
Frost, Ex1as, Urmston, Lancs, Cashier ’ 


' March 25 Parkinson & Co, Manchester 
Gut, Evizazeru, Manningham, Bradford F-b19 Perkins, Bradford 

€ 1x, Many, Welshpool, Montgomery Feb 13 Harrisons & Winnall, Welshpool 
Grataix, Many, Davyhulme, Lancs Feb 22 Marshall, Halifax 

Gurex, Lavea é 

Fw YTHER, Witrtas Wanrtow, Bedford row, Arch’ 


AROLINE, Holland Park av Feb 20 Gisby, Ware, Herts 
jitect March 2 Gwyther, Coleman st 





Biere.i, Jane, Hedge End, Southampton March 12 Wooldridge & Son, Winches «1 
Bione.., Joux, Wedge End, Southampton March 12 Wooldridge & Son, Winches‘er 
Baaty, James Euiiivs, Lewisham Feb29 Jones & Co, Coleman st 

Bramwe.t, Sir Faevenicx Joszra, DCL, LLD, FRS, Hyde Park gate March9 Radcliffe 
& Co, Craven st. Cross 

a Groroe WitttaM, Westham, Sussex March 1 Cripps & Shone, Marlow, 





Har, Gzoroz, Ditton, Lancs 


Marchi FJ &C Poole, Widnes 


8 
Baistow, Henny, Birkdale, nr Southport Feb 29 Bellringer & Co, Liverpool 
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1am, Penge Feb15 Sear, St Joha’s rd, Penge 
Castes, Witte Rochdale Feb 29 Holland, Rochdale 
ogre le arTaur, Mortimer, Berks March 10 Bird & Lovibond, Uxbridge 
~ PENDALE, HuGH, Clitheroe, Lancs, Grocer March 25 Baldwin & Co, Clitheroe 
se ext Poot, Clapham rd, Butchers’ Carrier March 9 Pearce & Sons, 


Cornell, Rubs 
Giltspur st ee Tey 
Covexzy, Taomas, East Farleigh, Kent March 8 Bellord & Coveney, Queen Victoria st 
CaowTHER, BENJAMIN, Dorking Feb 29 Wesley, Dorking sme 
CoxuirFe, RopeRT HSeney, Duke st, St James’ arch 10 Bell & Co, Gt Trinity In 
CuRRIE, Cuaup Aveustvs, Victoria, British Columbia March 15 Carr & Co, High Holborn 
Capt Arraur, HMS Calliope March7 Radcliffe & Co, Craven st, Charing Cross | 
er, ELiZabeTE, Bretton, nr Barnsley March1 Dibb & Clegg, Barnsley 
EpsLEWHITE, ANNIE Exizabetu, Bradford Feb13 Scott, Bradford | 
ExtIOKNAP, Haxriet, Dunsfold Common, Surrey March 25 Hamlins & Co, Fleet st 
, Bath Feb8 Harding & Son, Barnstaple 


yma qn Broadway, Worcester March 21 Pennington & Son, Lincoln’s inn 


Macxinuay, Karaeaive, Holland Park av 
Moraean, Acnes Grirritus, Swansea March 31 O’Donoghue & Forbes, 
ne €pira Jane, Wavertree, Lancs March 10 

TTE, 


Mark in 
Pearse, Hagry, Gt James st, Bedford row March7 Griffiths-Williams, Chancery In 





FLoweEr, 
8 
Bg Marrua, Macclesfield March3 May & Son, Macclesfield 
Hunais, £12, Cheriton, Kent Feb 20 Willeock & faylor, Wolverhampton | 
Haneis, Joux, Whitmore Reans, Wolverhampton, Builder Feb 20 Willeock & Tayior, | 
verhampton ; 
Hes Loviss, Sheffield March 5 Vickers & Co, Sheffield ; 
Hopcetts, ALBERT, Handsworth, Licensed Victualler March1 Jagger, Birmingham 
Hopesox, ALFreD Gow1Na, Fitzroy, Bourke, Victoria, Australia March 1 Hardisty & Co, | 


Gt Marlborough st . ’ sree 
HowartH, Emma, sixton with Glazebrook, Lancs, Licensed Victualler Feb 27 Berry, | 


Manchester - 
Jackson, JANE, Lazenby in Cleveland, Yorks Feb15 Stubbs & Stubbs, Middlesbrough 


Kear, Geouce, Liverpool, Whitesmith March1 Watson, Liverpool 


chester : 
Levy, Resecca, Tavistock 


Litorr, Toomas Ricuarp, Plumstead, Pawnbroker March 15 Jones, Queen Victoria st 


Lax, ELziscton Reep, Hughesoffko, Ekaterinoslav, Russia 1 Lee, & Co, Man- 


March 8 Mosely, Tavistock sq 


MoDonoveu. Emma, Burnley Feb 20 Creeke & Yon, Baraley 
March 25 


Halse & Co, Cheapside 

ristol 
Scyle & Co, Liver pool 

Lise CaagLotre, Richmond, Surrey Feb 29 Irvine & Borrowman, Crutched 


Fria*s, 

Peart, Ann, Bast Dulwich Feb15 Hunter & Haynes, New sq, Lincolu’s ina 

Perkixs, Georae, Liverpool st, King’s Cross, Licensed Victualler March 8 Yarde & 
Loader, Raymond bidgs, Gray’s inn 

Pickerr, Cataenive Erneaives, Bradford Feb 29 HC & AS Reynolds, Liverpool 


Puau, Exiezer, Liverpool March 1 ee ee 

ee Exttex, Bexley. Heath Asylum, March 18 Wells & Sons, South sq, 
ay’s ina 

Rowe, Joun Ausert Moritz, Hoylake, Cheshire Feb29 Field & Co, Liverpool 

Russg.t, Rev Heney, Layham Rectory, nr Hadleigh, Suffolk March 1 Grimwade & Son, 


Hadleigh 
Smita, danav James, Bexley Heath, Kent Feb 29 Bridgman & Willcocks, College hill, 
at 


annon 
Surrx, Jane, Eafield Wash, Middlesex March1 Thatcher, Essex st, Strand 
Sura, Joxataan, Algiers rd, Ladywell Feb 28 Gurney & Co, roy 
Sarra, Roseart Hayes, South Norwood March1 Cripps & Shone, Marlow 
Stars, Peter Woop, Barrow in Furness, Doctor eb 16 Taylor & Son, Barrow in 


Furness 
Srark, Sagan, Barrow in Furness Feb16 Taylor & Son, Barrow in Furness 


Sykes, Waicut, Sheffield March1 Irons, Sheffield 
Tuomas, hag ~ yen Ruys, Lawrence In, Cheapside, Accountant Feb 27 Renshaw 
, Suffo! 

Turnsutt, WiLLiaAM, Newcastle upon Tyne Feb 28 Arnott & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Tyee, James Tuomas, South Hackney Feb 29 Syrett & Sons, Finsbury pavement 

Tyaer, Saran Jane, Bootle, Liverpool Murch1 Yates, C' ln 

Waovuam, Exizasers, Clifton, Bristol March 1 Guscotte & Co. st, Strand 

Yates, Rev Samuet Asaton Taompson, Philtimore gins Feb 27 Browa & Co, Abingdon 
st, Westminster 














Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Jan, 26. | Taree, Bawiad eee 
2 
FIRST MEETINGS. | Off Reo, 17, Hertfor 


Aves, SrepHEN James, Croydon, Carman Feb 4 at 12.30 | Veen®, Soh See 
24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Barc.ay, Freperick Witiiam, North Finchley, Mantle: 
Manufacturer Feb3at1l Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
BeaLes, Harry, Gt Grimsby, House Furnisher Feb 3 at 
11 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 
Beprorp, Jonn Epwarp Less, Halifax, Picture Frame 
Pad Feb 3 at 3.30 Off Rec, Town Hall chmbrs, 
ax Wicram, Faaxx, Jermyn st 
Bexsoy, W1tL1AM, Dearham, Cumberland, Coal Miner Feb 3, Carey & 
5at 2.45 Court House, Cockermouth bidgs, 7< 
Bisnur, James, Caister on Sea, Norfolk, Jeweller Feb 5 at 
1 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Boyes, Jou, Scarborough Feb3 at 2 74, Newborough, 
. a Ont 2 
ROMLEY, JaMES, Colwyn Bay. Denbigh, Confectioner Feb - 
4at 2.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 18 Ord Jan 23 
Bruce, Martin, & Co, Moss Side, Manchester, Hardware 
ealers Feb 3 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Bryant, Rosert, Lowestoft, Fishing Boat Owner Feb 4 
at2.45 Suffolk Hotel, Lowestoft B Pet Jan 22 
Caate, Wittiam, Brighton, Contractor Feb 11 at 10.45 aa 
4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton Lei 
Corts. Heptey G, Norwich, Rent Collector Feb 5 at 12.30 
, 8, King st, Norwich 
Cross, George Heyry, Gray’s inn rd, Draper Feb 4 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Doyacuvur, James, Lilantrissant, Glam, Hawker Feb 4 at 
2 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Girt, Taomas Witi1amM, Walkden, Lancs, Coloured Cloth 
Goods Manufacturer Feb 3 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
Manchester 
Gittarp, WaLTER Epwix, Lower Easton, Bristol Feb 3 
at12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Goopretiow, Arruur, Sheffield Feb 3 at 12 Off Rec, 
Figtree In, Sheffield 
Hanis, Henry, Porthyrhyd, Lianarthney, Carmarthen, 
Tailor Feb3at11_ Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 
Hestor, Marmapvuke, Bradford, Hay Merchant Feb 5 at 3 
Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Jackson, AlrreED Hatiipay, Moorhead, Shipley, Yorks, 
Engineer Feb4at3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st Bradford 
Jacoos. Joan Matraew, Brighton, Music Dealer Feb 11 
at 1030 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 
Jonzs, Epwarp Davtes, Tacuete, Cardigan, Coach- 
builder Feb3at3 Off Reo, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 
Lawrence, ExvisAu Sixpnen, Withycombe, Exmouth, 
Tailor Feb 8at11.45 Off Rec, 26 Jdwin st, Bristol 
Litteman, Harry, Walsall, Grocer Feb 5at-11 ‘Off Ree, 
Wolverhampton 
NG, Witu1am Epwarp Henry, 8t John’s, Worcester, 
Mineral Water Manufacturer Feb5at12 45, Copen- 
hagen st, Worcester 
Marratas Ricwarp, and Farperick Grorce MELvILur, 
Bristol, Printers ' Feb 8 at 12.90 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin 
. Brist 
Mircnen, Rosert, Aspatria, Cumberland, Roadman 
Feb 5 at 2.45 Court house, Cockermouth 
Porrincrs Epwiy Jamas, jun, Farleigh rd Stoke Newing- 
a eae Manager Feb 8 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
are 
Rex, Joun, Carlisle, Butcher Feb 3 at 8 Off Rec, 34, 
Fivher st, Carlisle 
Roverrs, Heanerr, Sheffield, Commission Agent Feb 3 at 


Architect 
Newcastle on 


Pet Jani9 Ord Jan 19 
Ord Jan 22 


Jame,’ 

Jan 

Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan 22 
Ord Jan 23 


rd Jan 21 


FEATHERSTONE, GEORGE, 


Hemaina, Jonny, 
ham 


23 Ord Jan 23 


Pet Jan4 Ord Jan 20 


Litteman, Haray, W: 
Ord Jan 20 


at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King 
| Tuompson, Henry LanGpALce, 
at 2.30 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 
y, Leather Merchant Feb 3 at 10.30 
rtf rd st, Coventry ington, 8 
5 gl Park, Cycle Dealer 
Feb5at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Verney, Grorce Taomas, New Broad st Feb 3 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Wueaty, SitvesterR StTevensoy, Newcastle on Tyne, 
Feb 3 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, 


Youre, Fauey. AMELIA, ry ee Boles oo 4 =. Jan 21 
: 74. 0! » ‘mip, i 
ectioner Feb3atii 174, Corporation s' Saves, Hesrer, Cromer, Lodging House Keeper Norwich 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Aupensox, Envesr, Sheffield, Draper Sheffield Pet Deo | S¥4DWELI, Manion, Tunbsidge, 


Beprorp, Jonn Epaar Lees, Halifax, Tobacconist Halifax 
Brsgnstein, Youpe., Salford, 


Witiam, Little Bowden, Northampton, Baker 

cester Pet Jan 23 Ord Jan 23 

Bisnor, Rupert, Windsor Windsor Pet Dec 17 Ord 
20 


an 
Buiaye, Gen Sir Seymour Jony, Bart, White’s Club, St 
High Court Pet June 10 Ord Jan 19 
CuatE, ee Brighton, Contractor Brighton Ord 
2 


Cuark, Grorar, Newhall, Derby, Coal Dealer Leicester 
an 
Coy, | Hepury G, Norwich, Rent Collector Norwich Pet 
30 


DarsysuirE, James Wituram, Ormskirk, Carriage Builder 
Liverpool Pet Dec 22 Ora Jan 21 

Day, Freeman Pickxuarp, Nottingham, Landscape Gardener Brownswood 
Nottingham Pet Jan22 Ord Jan 22 High Court Pet Jan4 Ord Jan 28 

Evans, Tom, Oldham, Pawnbroker Oldham Pet Jan 21 


E, Darringto 
Wakefield Pet Jan2l Ord Jan 31 
Fe.iows, Harry Trupestey, Solihull, Warwick Birming- 
ham PetJan6 Ord Jan 23 Jan 
Foxweut, Ricnarp Apo.ruus, Ystradowen, Glam, Wheel- 
wright Cardiff Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan 22 ‘ 
Frew, AnDREW, Mardy, Glam, Collier Pontypridd Pet 
Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 
Groner, Brrnarp, jun, Hare ct, Aldersgate st, Furrier 
High Court Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan 22 ; bourne 
i ham, Fruit Merchant Birming- 


Pet Jani6 Ord Jan 23 
Hererorp-Lavey, a and Eryvest Joun Caaru 


Hopson, Atrrep, Litcham, Norfolk, Farmer Norwich Pet 


22 22 
Jackson, Jonn Waters, Lichfield, Music Seller Walsall 


Lore, Witit1am Epwarp Henry, Worcester, Mineral 
Worcester Pet Jan 22 Ord | Ginpons, Rosixsos Tom, Barrow ia Furness, 





Parnett, KatHarine, Bournemouth Poole Pet Jan 23 


» J 4 Norfolk, Farmer Feb 6 
Srone, James Ernest, Banham, Norfolk, Oecd Jen 98 


st, Norwich 


Harrogate, Stationer Feb5 | Parry, Joun Witt1am, Bedwas, Mon, Innkeeper New- 


port,Mon Pet Jani8 Ord Jan 22 

Portincer, Epwix James, jun, Farleigh rd, Stoke New- 
i i s Manager High Court Pet Jan 22 

P no 1 4 Fisherton, Salisbury, late Build 

OWELL, GEORGE, m, \ er 

Salisbury Pet Oct 31 Ord Jan 21 

Prior, Georce Cosens, Portsmouth, Solicitor Portsmouth 
Pet Jani17 Ord Jan 21 

Rusu, Artuur, Lozells, Birmingham Birmingham Pet 
Jan7 Ord Jan 23 


bi Houee, 





Tyne | q 
Ww CER, , Leeds, Butcher’s Assistant Feb 3 at | Sapter, Witt1am Wrynpxuam Gorpoy, Salisbury 
“i Of My 22, Park row, a London Wail High Court Pet Nov13 Ord Jan 21 
urgarton, Norfolk 


Yes { 2.30 Bankrupt Sanpys-Rerr, Eowix Winxp-er 
2 x 7 d s - 
are Aeon | Norwich Pet Jan 6_ Ord Jan 21 


Scorr, Josepn, York, Builder York PetJan2i Ord 


Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan 22 
Marion, Tunbridge High 

Tuomas, Wi1LL1aM Raw itxs, Mumbles, Oystermouth, Glam, 

| Builder Swansea PetJan23 Ord Jan 23 

Twirr, Epwarp, % Merchant Coventry 
Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan 19 

Wuiraker, Wii11aMm, Leeds, Butcher’s Assistant Leeds 
Pet Jan 21 Ord Jan 21 

Youre, Wiitiam, Bedford, Baker Bedford Pet Jan 23 
Ord Jan 23 


Jeweller’s Traveller Salford 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jan 8: 


Spoons, Freperick Wittiam, Hants, Baker Salisbury 
Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5d 


London Gazette.—Farpay, Jan, 29. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Apams, ALrrep, Bristol, Confectioner Bristol Pet Jan 26 
Ord Jan 26 


rd, Finsbury Park 
Worcester, Hatter Worcester Pet 


Baty, Jouy, Ravenscourt av. Hammersmith, Builder High 

Court Pet Jan6é Ord Jan 26 ; 

Benton, Freperick, Carlisle, Boot Dealer Carlisle Pet 

26 Ord Jan 26 

Bernarp, Epwarps, & Browy, Gloucester, Coal Factors 
Gloucester Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 27 

Bopt, Major L W, Bayswater Private Hotel, Bayswater 

. i Goat Pet Jan 4 Gh fon 38 

UTCHER, , Eastbourne, Lodging house Keeper East- 

Pet Jan 11 Ord Jan 26 Z 

Ciemens, Caartes, Newlyn in Paul, Cornwall, Smith Truro 
Pet Jan 26 Ord Jan 26 

Cones, Apranam, Leeds, Jeweller Leeds Pet Jan7 Ord 

‘an 25 


Couns, Jawes, Snodland, Kent, Butcher Maidstone Pet 
Jan8 Ord Jan 26 

Dvurvy, Wit.iam, 4ran' Cantley, nr Doncaster, Farmer 
Sheffield Jan 27 


Aveigr, Ratpo Hayyes, 


Ayietr, WitiiaM Jouy, 
Jan 27 Ord Jan 27 


m, Yorks, Farmer 


AN 
Court Pet July 29 Ord 


eterborough, Baker Peterborough Pet Jan Pet Jan 27 
Doruey, Currrorp H, upon Hull, Iron Merchant 
upon Hull Jani4 Ord Jan 27 


Eagcey, Wittiam, Corsham, Wilts, Carpenter Bath Pet 


Ler, Herseet, Eckington, Derby, Confectioner Chester- Jan 26 
field Pet Jan 23 Ord Jan 23 





Ord Jan 26 
Forsyta, & W, Hove, Sussex Brighton Pet Jan 6 Oni 


Minehead, Somerset, Painter 


Walsall Pet Dec 18 | Jan 
Frey, Faepeaick Caaru 
Jan 26 


Taunton Pet Jan 26 


12.30 Off Rec, Figtree In Sheffield 
Roarns & Go, Pathum rd, Builders Feb 5 at 2.90 Bank- } ae acme aa in Furness Pet Jan25 Ord Jan 25 

‘antay enham, Colourman Greenwich 
Boorr, J.snpue York, Builder Feb 5at 3.30 Off Reo, The in, 4o-~ 18 cy, Dae a3 ov Cones, Fy 3 ‘Ord tan 


House Duncombe pl, Yor' 
= Cu, Goethe st, Merchant Feb 4 at 12 Bankruptcy 


. y 
Surn, Richarp, West Wycombe, Bucks, Chair Manufac- 
turer Feb4at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Sourrs, Revaen, Shepherd's Bush, Tailor Feb 4 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 





urt, 
Manrsgat., Horanio, Sunderland, Cabinet Maker Sunder- 
land Pet Dec 23 Ord Jan 22 pool Pet Jan 1 
Me.tior, Herserr Writiams, Buckingham st, 
, Surveyor High Court Pet Jan22 Ord Jan 22 Jan 
Morrison, Francis Piumrrox, Bayswater, Schoolmaster 
High Court Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan 22 


shape. Dressmaker Liver- 

—_— : 

Hovtt, Grores Heyny, Warrington, Painter Warrington 
26 Ord Jan 26 


Maker Gt Yarmouth 


st, Strand, 


Houmau, Groner Harness 
Pet Jan 27° Ord Jan * 
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Kew, Janes, “ee ry aang Music Smith 
vourt Pet Jan rd Jan 27 
av High Court Pet 


Kine, Henpert 8 8, 
Nov 30 Ord Jan 27 
Krexwoop, Jamzs, Boiton, Fish Dealer Bolton Pet Jan 


26 Ord Jan 26 

Lovet, Francis Ortey, South Hampstead, Medical Prac- 

tationer Vourt Pet Jan 1 Ord Jan27 
es urst, Colt Breaker Reading Pet Jan 
an 26 

MoRosert, Wi114m, Kensal Green, Milliner High Court 
Pet Jan 25 Ord Jan 25 

Masor, Looe ye Pontefract, Miner Wakefield Pet Jan 
2 

Manston, WAtr2Rr, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield Pet Jan 25 
Ord Jan 25 

Mas.ex, ARTHUR, Gated, Swansea, Baker Swanxa Pet 
Jan 25 Ord Jan 

Mowrorrs, Wintan, i upon Hull, Licensed 
pc ma ty Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan 26 
Ord Jan 


Momrorp, D, Homerton Carman High Court Pet Dec 21 
Ord Jan 

Oxpnam, one ll Nottingham, oe Keeper Notting- 
ham Pet Jan 25 Ord Jan 

Payye, Water py bole. Engine Painter Derby 
Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 25 

Pearce, Thomas Oniver, and WILLIAM ea Bangor, 
Tailors Pet Jan 26 Ord Jan 26 ; 

Prez, Arnravur Wi.t14m, and THomas we —— one, 
Buliers Bigh Court Pet Jan26 urdJ 

Baprorp, Franx — Eastbourne, Drape 5 Pet 
Jan 25 Ord Jan 

RorHweE.L., Amos, Olihem, Warper Oldham Pet Jan 26 


Ord Jan 26 
oe. Jonn, Kingston upon Hull, * [rae Kingston 
Aull Pet Jan27 Ord Jan 2 

Gresten Horace Epwarp, Rotherham, Yorks, Butcher 
Sheffield Pet Jan 25 Ord Jan 

Spoves, Joseph WILKINSON, Dudley, Northumberland, 
Publican Newcasile on T Pet Jan8 Ord Jan 27 

TaorxTox, a Herr, , Builder Halifax Pet 
Jan 28 


rd Jan 23 

Wasp, Jus, Savile oem Tg nr Dewsbury, Baker Dewsbury 
Pet Jan 25 Ord Jan 2 

Warpiz, Mary, onal al nr ted General Dealer 
Crewe Pet Jan25 Ord Jan 25 

Warenam, Ennest Sipyey. ee, Dorset, Grocer 


ester Pet Jan 27 Ord Jan 27 
Grocer Nottingham Pet 
Jan 23 Ord Jan 23 


Wravise, Tacuas Gw yxxg, Twyniog, nr Senay, 

Pet Jan 23 Ord Jan 

Waeattey, Pane AgTuor, Portiani ter, St bates 's Wood, 
Mercantile Vlerx High Court Pet Jan 26 Ord Jan 26 

Yewxpoi., Harry, Tredegar, Licensed Victualler Tredegar 
Pet Jan 27 Ord Jan 27 


Amended notice substituted for that Y eacmans in the 
London Gazette of Jan 22 


Gtamee, Horace, Cheltenbam, * tame Cheltenham 
Pet Jan15 Ord Jan 16 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Avarer, Ratrn Hayyes, Brownswood rd, Finsbury Park 
Feb 8ati2 Bankruptcy bldgs, at 
oe be Ravenscourt av, — Builder Feb 
Bankru; bldgs, Carey 
Buse Warten, Hilldyke, Sibeey, I Lanes, Lincs, Black- 
smith Feb 11 at 12.15 Off Bec, 4 and 6, West st, 


Bentox, Farpericn, Carlisle, Boot Dealer Feb 10 at 3 

Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 

Sent Witttam, Little Bowaen, Northampton, Baker Feb 
Sat atl12 Off Rec, 1 ge st, Leicester 

Bisnop, ay mote | echnenbee Greengrocer Feb 6 at 4 

unty Cou:t bldgs, Cheltenham 

Bopt, Major L W, Bayswater Private Hotel, Bayswater 
ter Feb9 atl Bankruptcy bldgs, ge te 

Bowes, Asranam, Dowlais, Glam, Grocer FebSat3 135, 
High st, yr Ty 

CrarK. ee Newhall, Derby, Coal Dealer Feb 8 at 3 
Of st, Leicester 


CLemens, he ad md in Paul, Cornwall, Smith Feb 
se 12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Day, Faeemay Picxnarp, Nottio ghaw, Landscape Gar- 
dener Feb 9 at 2.15 Off Rec, Castle pl, Park st, 


pas. Tom, Oldham, Pawnbroker Feb 9 at 11.30 Off 
Reo, Greaves st, Oldham 
Frazanevors, se roa Canteen, Farmer Feb 8 at 11 


Fexwi my Em nahn, Tunbridge wen Clerk Feb 
Bats 30 The Swan Hotel, Tun’ 
Govas, Ernest Geant Palace. chmbrs, 
Promoter Feb 9 at 2.30 Seskrageay” "Saws, 





st 
Gaupenenes: Epwarp, jun, Newark wu Trent Cattle 
Dealer Feb 9 a: i2 Off Rec, 4, Custle pl, Park st, 


No: 

GatswotD, Warxe, The Hotel Cecil, Strani Feb 12 at 
2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Hastizy, Groace, and Cuar.es Ropert Hartiry _ 
chester, Cotton Merchants Feb 10 at 3 Off Rec 


Byrom st, Manchester 

Huu, Seen Waee D gatogan, Berks, Miller Feb 6 at 
12 Aldate’ 8, Oxf 

Kew, Wittias eee 3 Marib 


p ie Grocer 
Feb 8 at 2 30 Off Reo, 38, \don 
Kituick, Bexny, Kintbury, or & ae, ioe Grocer 
Feb 6 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
— James, —— Greengrocer Feb 9 at 3 19, 


me yy , - Foster la. Manufacturer's 
ageat Feb 10 at 230 Ba bldgs, Carey st 

Mason, Bexjautn, Pontefract, Miner Feb 8 at 11.20 Off 
Bec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 


oo Hewry, Hackney Feb10at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Murpxy. 4 Mionazt, Routes Hill, Printer Feb 11 at 
11 Bankraptey 


Newetu, Wiitiam Jonn, pomod. ie Dealer Feb 8 at 
12 Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Parker, WALTER, and LEnry Hosson Cueetuam, Gt 
M ts Feb 6 at 11 Off Rec, 15, 
Osborne st, Gt 


Grimsby 
PanrisH, JAMES, Sturmer, inex, Machinist Feb 8 at 2.45 
Town Hall, Haverhill 
PARNELL, Karmannrn, Bournemouth Feb 8 at 1 Crown 


Hotel, 
me ARTHUR Wituram, and Tsomas Srocx, Walwood 
one, Builders Feb 8 at 2.30 Bankruptcy 


eunieyent Cromer, Lodging house Keeper Feb6at1 


8, King st, Vines oa 
Gomm, Fa008, Higher ton, nr sronchacian Rainproof 
ff Rec, Byrom 


Manufacturer 3 10at 2.30 

by pee eo 

Saarrty, ABert, Burnley Feb 9 at 11 Off Ree, 14, 
Chapel st, Preston 

TsoRNTON, CHARLES Hewry, Halifax, Build2r Feb 8 at 12 
Off , Townhall chi chmbrs, Halifax 

Varrow, WiLuias Harvey, Newmarket, Hotel Keeper 
Feb8at1i40 Tne White Hart Hotel, Newmarket 

Weavine, Tuomas Gwrnne, Twyning, nr Tewkesbury, 
Batcher Fe>6at 3.15 Gounty Grit bg, Chetan es 


Waeatizy, Joun Artsor, Portland John’s Word, 
— Clerk Feb 10 at 11 ptcy bldgs, 


ay st 
Witsox, Hewry Taomas Venrress, and Wiiuam Pav 


Wisox, Epsom, Surrey, Boot Dealers FebSati2 24, 
Railway app, London Bridge 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


dom, Asean, Bristol, Confectioner Bristol Pet Jan 26 


AnppeaDe, ALEXAYDER <p — rd, Highgate 
High Court PetDec19 Ord Jan 2 

Avett, Wit.i1am Jonn, Worcester, Hater Worcester Pet 
Jan 27 Ord Jan 27 

—— eee, Horwich, Clothier Bolton Pet Jan 4 


Beit, James, Barnsley, Theatrical Manager High Court 
Pet Dec 18 Ord Jan 27 

Breyton, Faepericx, Carlisle, Boot Dealer Carlisle Pet 
Jan 26 Ord Jan 26 


sa 5 > Wruiam, am, Lincs, Grocer Barnsley 
Pet Jan8 Ord Jan 
Ciemens, CHARLES, Neulyn in Paul, Cornwall Smith Truro 


Covign, Game “Teadesal Shipping Agen 

PER, Gaines, L< st, t High Cour’ 

Pet Sept 11 Ord Jan . — 

Daz, AxtTonio Jouy. Btaple Hill, Glor, Architect Bristol 
Pet Jani3 Ord Jan 

— r, Wittiax, Ganley, nr Doncaster, Farmer Sheffield 

Jan 

Pa. Witu1am, Corsham, Wilts, Carpenter Bath Pet 

Jan "28 Ord Jan 26 


Fry, Faeprerick CHARLE3, Minehead, Somerset, Painter 
Taunton Pet Jan26 Ord Jan 26 

Grpsonxs, Ropinson Tom, Barrow in Jousen, Labourer 

win Furness Pet Jan25 Ord Jan 

Grres, Jous, Lower Sydenham, =, Greenwich 
Pet Jan 25 Ord Jan 25 

Hanrgison, Joun Log Leeds, Carting Agent Leeds 
Pet Dec 30 Jan 23 


Howovr, Levi, = Berks, Farmer Newbury Pet 
Jan9 Ord Jan 


Hovtt, Gzorece =. Wi Plumber W: to: 
PetJan 8 Ord dante —- 
Huma, Gronas, Lowestote. Harness Maker Gt Yarmouth 
Pet Jan 27° Ord Jan 27 
Kirxwoop, James, Bolton, Fish Dealer Bolton Pet Jan 
t 26 Ord Jan 26 o 
ANGSTAFY, ARTHUR, Leeds, Deal Manager 
Pet Jan 23 Ord Jan 93 ape See 
Lona, BicHArRD SEABER, » Goutal, Farmer 
Cambridge Pet Dec 31 Ord Jan 
MoOuim, Joux eae, Colt Gabe Reading Pet 
M mg 4 ed 3e *? ontet X kefield 
AJOR, Bens amin, Pontefract, Mi WwW 
ee , Miner a Pet Jan 
Marstox, Wavter, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield Pet Jan 
M = “ae , Ha! a, 8 wansea 
ASLEN, ARTHUR ‘o wausea, Baker 
tee OE ee : ih 
ERCIER, INCENT. ion sq, P born, 
va High Court, Pet Bec 12 Ord Jas 25 “Star cnepeend 
osEs, Haney, Lower ton Hackney’ Hi 
Moe bees. Ord an 28 v eos 
owForTs, WiLL14M, Kingston upon Hull, Licensed Vic- 
bm py 2 Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan 26 
Onna, Samvzt, Nottingham, Beerhouse K: tting- 
pay htit Pet Jam 35 Ord Jan 25 — 
AysE, WALTER ERxest, Engine P, 
pest Hong Haton Pet Jam 25’ Ord Jun 35 yn eae 
ance, Taomas OLIVER, an ILuiam P: Jango 
a Tailors or Pet Jan 26 Ord Jan 26 6 a 
Ik, ARTHUR and THomas 8 
Rorn R.. « Oldham “Wr as Ord Jan 2 gan 
Wei. Amos, Warper Ol 
oat -L_” Deon ermiainn 
s80n8, JOHN iz on Ha 
gent Halt se Be Oe rt a © 
Pencer, Horace Epwarp erham, Yorks, e 
srote, Suomi Broghion tr tance ie 
‘ONE, J ACOB, ir roughton, nr 
a tt Manufacturer Pet Jan 11 Ord 
Tnomesoy, Henny Laponers Harrogate, oner 
Tx _ ent no ‘tas , Halifa: st ees 
jonnToN, CHaraLtes Hewsry x 
Pet Jan Ora J ’ , r fax 


ILLIAM, 


——=—= 
Warp, Watter Hven, * “Tamas h, Bak Deryetrys 

Pet Jani13 Ord = de ae 
Sutton in Ashfield, Grocer Nottinghag, h 


Wass, Luxz, 
w Jan 23 or Jan Pa r 
Eavine, Toomas Gwynne, Twyning, nr Tewketbay, 
Batcher Pet Jan 23° Ord Sanaa 
West, Atrezp Wituiam Lea,.A c Tami 
} ny pa Farmer Birmingham Pet "Jan U Oi 


Jan 
West, Henry Lea, Tamworth, Met gy Sis Market Gating 
Birmingham Pet Jan 14 Ord J 
Wureattey, Jony Artuur, Portland | St Joba's Wi 
ven ciTE High Court, Pet Jan 26 Ord Jan 26 al 
ENDOLL, Harry egar, Licansed Victuall: 
A 
ounGc, WILLIAM, am, ester 
Jan il Ord Jan % te 


Amenied — substituted for that ublichedlt 
P n 


on Gazette of Jan. 2 
a, Velden Cheltenha 
Jan 15 Ord Jan 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Feb. 2. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Ansee, WittIam Henry, Sackville st, Piccadilly, Architey 
an 28 


High Court Pet Dec3 Ord J 


Arcent, Martin, Cambri Boot Dealer Cambridg 
et Jan 19 Ord Jan 30 ee, 


Wituram, a, Cab > a aaees Btockten 
ees Pet Janu? Ord Jan 
on The 


Seaneemnt. Hiram, South Shields Newcastle 
B = Ay sx, Wigs, Poi Constabl 
EATTIE, WILLIAM » Police Constable Wi 
Jan 20 Ord Jan 29 “2S 
Bent ey, Georce am, im, Sigsing ring Hill, Birmingham 
Founder et Jan30 Ord 
Berkerey, Captaio ~ Harr paeea, jan 
High Vourt Pet Dec16 Ord Jan 29 
Brack, Perzr Bratz, Palmerston bldgs, Marine Surveyor 
High Court Pet D2c81 Ord Jan 12 
Bioorg, Watrer, Freperick Hevry Bioor, Josava Bion, 
Davin Reape LOR, Macclesfield, Cattle Tod 
Pa y= Ts gg Pet Jan 19 or iene 
Duxy, Joun Wii11am, Merrington, Dur! 
Durham Pet Jan'30 Ord Jan 30 ~ 
Fisnzr, Wiiu1am, Low Drewton, nr South Cave, Yorks, 
Farmer Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan 30 Ord Jani 
ear Dasnens, Bedford, Farmer Bedford Pet Jan i 
an 
Hopson, Witi1am, Cheadle, Staffs, Saddler Stoke upm 
am Trent Pet Jan 28 a ne S tepid’, 0 
ucHESs, James, Pwilgwaun, Pontypri ‘omission 
Agent Pontypridd Pet Jan 3v Ord Jan 30 
Knicuts, Watters WitL1am, New Samford, Essex, Farmer 
Cambridge Pet Jan 29 Ord Jan 29 
Lewis, - Bristol, J 
an 


sme, 


eweller Bristol Pet Jan 2% On 


J 

Littie, Ricnarp James, Frinton on Sea, Essex, Fruiterer 
Colchester Pet Jan28 Ord Jan 28 

Lucas, Joun, Middlesbrough Middlesbrough PetJan# 
Ord Jan 28 

Lynxcn, Wriiiam, and Fraanx Lyycu, eee, Metal 
Merchants Sheffield Pet Jan29 Ord Jan 


May on, tS a st, Merchant High Court Pet 


ME BL ie Pet Jan 29 Ord Jan 29 

RicwargDs, VANCOUVER ALEXANDER, brig nr Taunton, 
Somerset Taunton Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 30 

Saneeees, Rosert, Dersingham, Nostoile ~ Maker 
King’ Pet Jan 28 Ord Jan 28 

Lu14M, Chorley, Lancs, Joiner Bolton Pe 

Jan 29 

Suarrz, Witiiam Beyvamin, 

Swindon Pct Jan29 Ord Jan 

Sxinner, Witi1am Berream Bnspena, Barnes, Cletk 
High Court Pet Jsn29 Ord Jan 29 

Smith, Frepeaick Witiiam, Aldershot, Fruiterer Guild 
ford Pet Jan28 Ord Jan 28 

Gna. Law sguoe, & es Staffs,Grocsr Hanley Pe 

an 28 


mean SAMUEL ag and Frepericce Hewson Suira, G 

Sy Builders Gt Yarmouth Pet Jan 18 On 
‘an 

Spurr, Harry Rernowps, Manchester, Estate Agent Man- 
chester Pet Decil Ord Jan 28 

Sreze., Jonn Henry Dixon, pon ct, Old Broad st High 
Court PetJan4 Ord Jan 

Steet, Witu1am Grorce Union et, Old Broad st High 
Court PetJan4 Ord Jan 

Sonne, = Tuomas, Burley, Leeds 2 Pet Jan 29 Ord 


Srurt, Atrrep Amsoom, is Isfield, Sussex, Innkeeper Lewes 
Pet Jan 28 Ord Jan 


Som ser, Wususs Sees, Gravesend, School master 
Rochester Pet Jan 21 Ord Jan 30 

Urtixe, Henry, Portsdown rd, Maida Vale, Commission 
Agent High Court Pet Jani Ord Jan 28 

Wages, Wiu1am, Falmouth, Tea Dealer Truro Pet 
Jan 80 Jan 30 

Warsoyx, Wittiam, ae Pavut Prixewerer, Waterloo 
= Mall, Bankers High Court Pet Jan 30 
an 30 


Wairenatt, Wi111am Groror, Highbury Park, Commerdal 
Tiaveller High Court Pet Jan 28 Ord Jan 8 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
London Gazette of Jan 19 


Wirsox, Henry Taomas Venrress, and Witiiam Pati 
Wueos, Sutton, Clothiers Croydon Pet Dec5 Ord 
12 


Sonepnte, 
Jan 29 


La Glos, Farmer 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Apams, Atrazp, Bristol, Confectioner Feb 10 at 11.80 Of 
Ree, 26, Baldwin s , 1 


ANDRADE, ‘ALEXANDER ’ BENJAMIN, Highgate Feb 15 at 12 
Bankru bldags, Carey st 
Pleeadiliy, Architect 








Menevira,'Evrny.zen, Swansea, Coal Merchant Feb 6 at 
11.40 Off 


Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 


Warp, Jos, Savile Town, 2 nr Dewsbury, 
oe ee wsbury, Baker Dewsbury 


ALbER, Winow Hoe Henry, Sackville st 
( 


Feb 11 at 12 Bankruptcy ty Ks 














JO 





ie 
aq 


61 
—— 
cer Aberntng 


Nottinghan >, 


nr 
rd Jan 93 
) nr 


et er 
Market Gani, 
x ohts Wen, 
taller Tredege 
Manchester mt 
a 

t  Cheltenias 


b. 2. 








lilly, Avchitey 
er Canbridg, 
etor Brockton 
astle on Te 
ingham 
l pm 30 Ins 
, Copthall a 
rine Surveyor 
— AB 
attle 
Ord tan 
ham, Mine 
ve, Yi 
) Ont ioe 
Pet Jan 3g 
Stoke upon 
C. i 
30 
sex, Farmer 
‘an 25 Oni 
x, Fruiterer 
Pet Jan® 
leld, Metal 
n 29 
Court Pet 


fan 29 
© Taunton, 
0 


loot Maker 
Jolton Pet 
Farmer 
nes, Cletk 
er Guild- 
nley Pet 


Sura, Gt 
n 18 On 


rent Man- 
st High 
st High 
29 Ord 


or Lewes 

0] master 
ii 

ro Pet 


erloo 
30 


pmercial 
~ 


in 
uw Pati 


+5 Ord 


30 Of 
15 at 12 








or under Supervision. 
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, WILLIAM Jom, Srensniien, Hatter Feb 10at11.30 | Kiya, Jonw, Bideford, Devon Feb 17 at 12 Bankruptcy| 8S 
45, Copenbagen .* bidgs, Carey st ""Febtion Feb 10 ab 1ik0" Of hen st, 
Hoax | jah ields Re, 11 at 10.30 Off Lauixa, Frank. Spalding, Lincs, Auctioneer Feb 10 at 12 on Tyne 7S, 
30, st, White Hart H oun wi Bratram Brapsna 
Beata, Cap apt Joon es ge Copthallav Feb Lawis, Eu, Eut, Bristol, Jeweller Feb 10 at 2 Off Rec, 26 ontts 15 at it “Bankruptey bidge, Bldgs, Cary _ enn, Gert 
ul Bristol EL, Jonw 
Borouas, W ay mney Eriging howe Keeper Feb 10 | Lewis, Tuomas Samvet, Compton, Tettenhall, Staffs Feb 12 at 11 Bankruptey bi zed win me 
at 12 Dartmouth, Baker Feb 11 at 11 10 at 10.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton Tat 1 Bankrupty ta ct, Broad st Feb 12 


Came. CHARLES Henay, 
Off Ree, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 
James Heney, Quinton Warley, Staffs, Glass 
Can eeler Feb 12 at 11 174, Corporation st, Bir: ham 
Coney, ABRAHAM, , Jeweller Feb 10 at-12 Off Rec, 
22, Park row, 


Leeds’ 

's, James. Snodland, Kent, Butcher Feb 17 at 11 

co Ree, 9, King st, Meidstone 

CooPEE, Guonoe 4 Jasvis, Saltley, Birmingham Feb 10 at 11 
74, Corpora’ , Birming! 

wicume Ropert Tuomas, Prestatyn, puss, Physician Feb 
10.at 3.30 Victoria Hotel, Prestatyn 

SHIRE, ALFRED Witte, Crewe, Licensed Victualler 

Feb 12 at 10.30 Ro Wilts, Car 


Eaatey, WILLIAM, Core ter Feb 10 at 
11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristo: 

Bors, Wii14m, Thatcham, ks, Grocer Feb 11 at 12 
1 8t Aldate’s, Oxford 

Forsytu, H P Hove, Sussex Feb 11 at 3 4, Pavilion 
bldgs, Brig 


FoxwELL, oor Apotpsus, Ystradowen, Glam, Wheel- 
wright Feb llat3 117,St Mary st, Cardiff 

Frew, ANDREW, Mardy, Glam, Collier Feb 10 at 12 135, 
High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

iow, i" Leighton Buzzard, Draper Feb 10 at 12 | 

Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 

Fay, al CuarLes, Minehead, Somerset, Painter | 
Feb 10 at 230 Off ne 5s, Hammet st, Taunton 

Garpsen BRoruers & Co, Burton on Trent, Electrical | 

eers Feb 10 at 11.30 Off Rec, 47, ~ ng ~~ § 
LDSTONE, ABRAHAM, Edgbaston, Birmingham, 

Gone Watil 174, Co: ilies st, Bi ham 

Gaxex, Joun, Lower Sydenham, Colourman Feb 10 at’ 
11.80 24, Railway app, London — 

Gegexsitt, Toomas, Perry Barr, Staffs, or Feb 

GnonzR, Brnvano, jun Alieregate Farrier Feb 11 at 
2.30 Bankru 


11 at 12 174, Corporation st, Birmin 
Gwatcamal, Davin, Mata. Men  ——— Miller Feb 18 


at 10.30 1, High st, Newtown 
Hatt, Rozert, A venny, Labourer Feb 11 at3 135, 
High st, Merthyr Tydfil 


Hewnye, Jonny, Birmingham, Fruit potent Feb 11 at 
ll 174, Corporation st, Birmin 

Hower, Janes, a beer’ Berks, Fosmer Feb 18 at 12 | 
Queen’s Hotel, 


ome, oa Litchan, Norfolk, Farmer Feb 13 at | | Biss0Ns, w Sone, 


Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 


ly Victor ALEXANDER Dz Lacroix, Walsall, | ecntan Horace 


Printer Febillatii Off Rec, Wolverhampton 


| 








McRosert, Witt14M, Harrow rd, Kensal en, Milliner 
Feb 10 at 1 Pats: Seeby in 

Mapp.etsosre, Jonx, Seca Tailor Feb 10 at 11 
Off 15, Osborne st, 


Rec, Gt Grime’ 
MaksHALL, Horatio, Sunderland, Cabinet Maker Feb 10 
at3 Off Rec, 25, John st, Sunderland 
Mastey, Arruor, Hafod, Swansea, Baker Feb 11 at 12 
Off Ree, 31, Alexandra rd, ee oe , 
Maviry, Frepsrick J. ‘ames, Goldhawk rd, Shepherd’s Bush, 
Draper Feb 16 at 2.30 Bankrupte ptey blidgs, 


com 4 
rey 
Me.avies, W, & Co, a In, Builders Feb 12 at1 Bank- 
M = bs Queen’s rd, Bayswater, 
ORRISON, FRANCIS ee 
Schoolmaster pots ll pbanbraptey bidge, bidgs, ——_ 
eye a Eu bid; rales, Caer 
eb 15 88, 
Mowrorta, WIt1aM ull, Licensed 
Victuallers’ Manager SP irat 1130 Of Ree, Trinity 
House ln, iil 


| Norris & Giaca.t, Liverpool, Publishers Feb 11 at 10.30 
Off Ree, 3, Victoria st, inne 
| Norais, CHARLES, Tailor’s Manager Feb 11 at 11 
ff Rec, Fi In, Sheffield 
| PALLISTER, Jounx Naver, Leicester, Tailor Feb 10 at 3 
0 > st, Leicester 
| Panmextan, Srias, Bro'niree. Emer, Builder Feb 11 at 1 
ern Hotel, Liverpool 
| Parry, Joun WiLi1Am, Bedwas, Mew, Innkeeper Feb 10 at 
11 Off Rec, Westgate chmbrs, N Mon 
Payne, WALTER exes, Derby, Engine Painter Feb 10 at 
ec, 47, Full st, Der 
PEanrson, Fanny Euizaseru, ay ag > pote, Builder 
Feb ll at1 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
White 
Bangene, 5 Frank Lewis, Eastbourne, Bridge Feb 10 at 12 
Repueap, Crayton ADLINGTON, Lancs, Tim 
Merchant Feb 10 at 12 bd ae Vitale ce 
Liverpool 
sok og upon Hull, Fish Hawker Feb 10 
Reo Trinity ‘House la, 
Epwakrp, Rother! Yorks, Butcher 


ll Of BR 
Perxixs, Jonw Rospsrt, Sutton Feb 10 at 11.30 The 
Rec, 24, Railway app, London 
| ScHorig.p, Wiuram, Chorley, Lanes, Joiner Feb 11 at 3 
Feb 11 at 12.30 Off Rec, Figtree In. 





ee 
Feb li at ll 
Wann, Jor so of Boo. Bak 


Waxrp, Water buy Satie Baker Feb 12 at 1i 
Warp 
Rs ng <8 

ptey bldgs, 


Bedford, Baker Feb 10 
vot cn te baw 2 iver onctng 
10 ‘at 8.90 O8 Rec, Byrom et Manciionae ™ 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Apuix, Fazpgrick Gzorcr, Put 
High Court Pet Sept 14 Ord Jan 26 


Apps, PHEN J. 
i dan 18 Or A ia of , Carman Croydon Pet 
ARCLAY, FREDERICK Wit.iam, North 
Bapanufacturer High Court "Pet Jan 31 Ord Tonto 
—_ bed D Cab Proprietor Stockton 
5 E Pet Jan 27 jan 27 
ARDSELL, Hiram, South eweastle 
Pet Jan 29 Ord Jan 29 6 = 


—— tor an, Wi Wipes Police Constable Wigan Pet 


Butouzr, W 

orate at  ,_eaipmandae 

De Panne jah Crux Easton or Whit- 

uk Joux Wits, Kink’ Mert ag soso , we 

ner | Doauny, Guirrono Hit ee von Hull, Iron seinen 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan 14 . aes 


Fisuee, Witui4y, Cave, York 
Hull ” Pet Jan 80 Ord Jon 86 


Gwatoamal, .o Glacooed Meifod, 
Hirtcacocx, — = Sanit” = = — 

’ Y, Staffs. 
Macclesficld Pet Dec 7’ Ord Jan29 a 








Now Ready. 


Large demy 8vo. 


Price 10s. Gd. net; by post Ils. 





THE WINDING UP OF COMPANIES, WITH THE RULES AND 


FORMS RELATING THERETO: 


being a Complete Guide to Practice under The 


Companies (Winding Up) Rules, 1903. By F. GORE-BROWNE, M.A., K.C., Author of 
“Concise Precedents under the Companies Acts.” 


The First Part contains a Complete Statement of the Law relating to the Winding Up of Companies, whether Voluntarily, by the Court, 


The Second Part consists of the NEW RULES AND FORMS which came into operation the ist January, 1904 - 
(with Notes and References to the Text), the New Scale of Fees, Tables showing the numbers of the Old Rules with the corresponding numbers 
of the New Rules, and the Text of The Companies (Winding Up) Act, 1890, with the Rules contained in the First Schedule thereto. 
of Contents and a copious Index are also included, and there are References to all relevant Cases decided to the middle of January, 1904. 


A Table 


The book is uniform in size with Mr. Gore-Browne’s ‘‘Ooncise Precedents under the Companies Acts,” and the two works form a 


Third Edition (1903). 





Large demy 8vo. 


Comprehensive Treatise on the Law and Practice of Joint Stock Companies from formation until dissolution, with the neceseary Forms for use 
at every stage. 


Price 25s. net; by post 25s. 9d. 





CONCISE PRECEDENTS UNDER THE COMPANIES ACTS. 


By F. GORE-BROWNE, M.A., K.C., assisted by ARTHUR B. CANE, B.A., of the Inner 


Temple. 


“Tt cannot be said that there is any surplusage or redundancy about the volume. 
Mr. Gore-Browne is a thorough master of his subject in all its details, and his book is sure to commend itself to practitioners.’"’"—Law Journal. 


The Forms are concise, and the Notes are concise. 





The Two Books will be sent Carriage Paid on receipt of a remittance for 3is. 





JORDAN & SONS, LIMITED, 6 & 120 Chancery Lane, London, W.C, 
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Hossox, Witt1AM, Cheadle, Staffs, Saddler Stoke on Trent 
Pet Jan 28 Ord Jan 28 


Hucnes, James. Pontypridd, oe. © ae moves Agent 
Pontypridd Pet Jan 30 Ord J 

Honytiy, Agtsur, Buckingham Palace rd High Court 
Pet Nov 24 Ord Jan 29 

Kars_ake, Franx. Hampstead, Bookseller High Court 
Pet Jan7 O:d Jan 30 

Kuicats, Watter Wi111am, New Sampford, Essex, Farmer 
Cambri Pet Jan 29 Ord Jan 29 

Lawrence, Exisan Srepuen, Withycombe, Exmouth; 
Tailor’ Bath Pet Dee7 Ord Jan 28 

Lirtie, Ricuarp James, Frinton on Sea, Essex, Fruiterer 
Colchester Pet Jan 28 Ord Jan 28 

a sme Middlesbrough Middlesbrough © Pet Jan 28 

an 

Lyycn, Wriuram, and Frank Lyncu, aa, Metal 
Merchants Sheffield Pet Jan29 Ord J: 

Nixon, Joun, Leeds Leeds Pet Jan 29 Ord Tan 29 

Peet, Sir a Russell sq High Court Pet Oct 15 


Perkins, oo Rosert, saag Sutton, Lines Peterborough 
Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 

Pituine, Jonn Rozert, , a st, Strand High Court 
Pet Aug 13 Ord Jan 27 
ers. FREDERICK CHaRLEs, and CHartes Jonn Barry, 
— rd, Builders High Court Pet Dec 31 Ord 
an 

Sanctuary, Ropert, Dersingham, — Bootmaker 
King’s Lvnn Pet Jan28 Ord Jan 

ScHOFIELD, bp Chorley, Lancs, (. Bolton Pet 

Wittram =Bewsamiy, 


Jan 28 Ord Jan 28 
Smarpz, Tetbury, Glos, 
windon Pet Jan29 Ord Jan 29 
Srioxs. Joseph Wiiuam, Bradford, Builder Bradford 
Pet Nov27 Ord Jan 28 
Skinner, WittiAM Bertram BrapsHaw, 
igh Court Pet Jan 29 Ord Jan 29 
SsaTe, Lawrence, Kidsgrove, Lancs, Grocer Hanley Pet 


Jan 28 Ord Jan 
Somers, Revsex. Shepherd’s Bush, Tailor High Court 
Pet Dec 
a Tuomas, Burley, Leeds Leeds Pet Jan29 Ord 


Farmer 


Barnes, Clerk 


23 Ord Jan 29 


an 29 
Viney, Basti, and Atrrep Grorar Storr, Prince of Wales 
rd, Haverstock hill, Builders High Court Pet Oct 19 
Ord Jan 30 
Watror, Wiriiam, te Cornwall, Tea Dealer Truro 
Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 
Wuerry, Sirvester Srevenson, Newcastle upon Tyne. 
= Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Jan 5 Ord 
an 
Wairtexart, Wi1.1am Gzorcr, Higbury Park, ae ~ genes 
Traveller High Court Pet Jan28 Ord Jan 28 
bey oe Frank, Jermyn st High Court Pet ‘Dec 22 Ord 
‘an 28 





Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: SoxicrTors’ JourNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 52s., 
post-free. Soricrrors’ JouRNAL only, 26s. ; 
Country, 28s. ; Foreign, 30s. 4d. WEEKLY 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 268.; Country or 
Foreign, 288. 


TO THE PUBLIC. 


Many people consider that a 


DETECTIVE OFFICE 


is conducted for divorce only. This is not the experience of 


MR. HENRY SLATER, 


as during the past few years he has rendered secret services 
and obtained invaluable information for European and 
other foreign Powers, the provincial police authorities, 
newspaper proprietors, insurance offices, politicians, sports- 
men, and hundreds of the principal trading firms, not only 
in London, but throughout the world. 


SLATER’S DETECTIVE OFFICES 
No. 1, BASINGHALL STREET, E.C. 


Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON, AND RAVENSCROFT, 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 














BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENTS 
To H.M. THE KING and H.M. THE QUEEN. 
Robe Makers to the Lord Chancellor and Judges. 


ROBES. FOR KING’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
COURT SUITS IN CLOTH AND VELVET. 
Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
Clerks of the Peace, and Coroners. 





CORPURATION AND UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. | 





i 








MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPLy 
To COUNTRY MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. 





MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 63, LONG AGRE, W.C., LONDON, 


FIRE ENGINE MAKERS TO i. M. THE KING 


a 


The ** VALIANT ’’ is adapted 
for every kind of Pumping Work, 
including— 


Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses ang 
Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumping Out Ponds, 

Irrigating Lan 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, 
&c., &c. 


THE LICHTEST & MOST POWERFUL 
PUMP ON THE MARKET. 


Weight 6} cwt. 
Simple in Construction. 
AS SUPPLIED TO 
Earl Fitzhardinge. 
Lord Gifford. 
Lord Pirbright. 
Sir Edward Malet (Mcnaco), 
Sidney Harrison, Esq., J.P. 
Wilberforce Bryant, Esq. 
E. W. Harcourt, Esq. 
Earl Scarborough. 
age F. de aa 


Egerton. 
~ A. de Rothschild. 
2 Ea. » &e., &e, 
Write for Tiustrated Pamphlet 
No, 829v. 


Feb. 6, 1904, 








MESSBS. 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, and Valuers, 
Land, House, and Estate Agents, 
8, MOORGATE or BANK, E.C., 


2, NEW KENT ROAD, 8.E. 
( Opposite the Elephant and Castile). 


A ors! SALES are held at the MART, 
Tokenhouse-yard, City, nearly every THURSDAY, 
and on other days as occasion may require. 

STIMSON & SONS undertake SALES and LETTINGS 
by PRIVATE TREATY, Valuations, Surveys, Negotiation 
of Mortgages, Receiverships in Chancery, References and 
Arbitrations, the Adjustment of Compensation and other 
Claims, Sales by Auction of Furniture and Stock, Collection 
of Rents, &c. 

Separate Lists of Property, Ground-rents for Sale, and 
aun, Premises, &c., to be Let, are issued on the 1st of 
each month; and can ad had gratis on application, or 
free by post for two stamps. No charge for insertion. 
Telegraphic address, “ Servabo, London.” 


ULLER, HORSEY, SONS, & CASSELL 
11, BILLITER SQUARE, LONDON, E.C 
Established 1807. 
AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS, AND SURVEYORS 
OF 
MILLS AND MANUFACTORIES, 
PLANT AND MACHINERY, 
WHARVES AND WAREHOUSES. 


Telegraphic Address—‘ Futter, Horsey, Lonpon.’ 
Telephone No. 746 AVENUE. 








The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 


BY 





Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 


SHARE CERTIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and 
printed. Orvicta, Szas designed and execu 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 


49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


NOW READY, SECOND EDITION. PRICE 5s. 
A Practieal Handbook to the Companies Acts. 
By Francis J. Grzen, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. | 


STIMSON. & SONS,| 
| 





PERIODICAL SALES. 
ESTABLISHED 1843. 


BEERS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
(successors to Marsh, Milner, & Co.) conduct 
| PERIODICAL SALES of 
REVERSIONS (Absolute and Contingent), 
LIFE INTERESTS and ANNUITIES, 
LI¥E POLICIES, 
Shares and Debentures, 
Mo Debts and Bonds, and 
Kin Interests, 
on the FIRST and THIRD THURSDAYS in each month 
throughout the year, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C. 
The appointments fixed for 1904 are as follows :— 
Thursday, Feb. 18. Thursday, August 4. 
Thursday, March 3. 
Thursday, March 17. 
Thursday, April 7. 
Fae al April 21. 


Thursday, Sept. 1. 


ursday, May 5. Th a le 
Thursday, May 19. Thursday, Nov. 3. 
Thursday, June 2. ursday, Nov. 17. 
Thursday, June 16. Thursday, Dec. 1 





Thursday, July 7. 
Thursday, July 21. 
Offices, 6, Poultry, London, E.C. Telegrams, “ Invari- 

ably, London.” ’Tel. Nos. 999 Bank and 8539 Central. 





PERIODICAL PROPERTY AUCTIONS. 


ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
beg to announce that their PROPERTY AUCTIONS 
are held at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on the first and 


third Wednesdays in every month throughout the year. 


The dates fixed for wens are as follows :— 


Wednesday, Feb. 1 Wednesday, Augus' 

Wednesday, Wednesday, August i 
Wednesday, March 16. bs mene Sept. 7. 
Wednesday, ae 13. * Wednesday, Sept. 21. 
Wednesday, A ag 20. Weineeiay, Oct. 5. 
Wednesday, 7 4. Wednesday, Oct. > 
Wednesday, May 18. Wednesday, Nov. 
‘Wednesday, June 8. Wednesday, Nov. ié. 
‘Wednesday, June 15. Wednesday, Dec. 7. 
Wednesday, July 6. Wednesday, Dec. 21. 
Wednesday, July 20. 





Vendors, solicitors, and trustees having properties for 
sale are respectfully invited to communicate with the 
Auctioneers, at their Offices, 6, Poultry, London, E.C. 
Telegrams: ‘ Invariably, London on.” Tel. Noa. 999 Bank, 

and 8539 Central. 





5) Reppin HERRING, SON, & DAW, 
AUCTIONEERS, ESTATE AGENTS, VALUERS, 
Sanitary and Mortgage Surveyors, 
TRONMONGER LANE, CHEAPSIDE, E.C., 
and 308, BRIXTON HILL, 8.W. 
(Established 1773.) 
Telephone Nos.—“ 5964 Bank,’”’ “ 130 Streatham 
Telegrams—“‘ Oldest, London.”’ 


Thursday, August 18, * 
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